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Art. I. The Hifory of Greece. By William Mitford, Efq. The 
Fir Volume. 4to. 163. boards. Murray. 1754. 


TAHAT a good hiftory of Greece fhould have been, to this 
- day, a defideratum in modern literature, affords, in itfelf, 
a2 ftrong prefumption, that the undertaking is attended with 
many difficulties. Ona curfory view, it may indeed be thought, 
that from the plentiful materials preferved in the writings of 
Herodotus, Kenophon, Thucydides, Paufanias, Strabo, and 
other antients, who treat of the affairs of Greece, it muft be an 
eafy tafk to frame an accurate and interefting narrative. And if 
nothing farther were wanted, than a mere general fxetch, which 
might ferve to inftruét children in a few leading facts, or to 
furnith fuperficial readers with a {mall ftock of neceilary know- 
ledge, it would certainly be eafy enough to write a hiftory 
of Greece. Several fuch have been written, and have met with 
at leaft as much fuccefs as they merited, [But to write this por- 
tion of antient hiftory in full detail, with that perfpicuity which 
arifes from a clear difcernment of the concatenaticn of events, 
with the precifion of philofophical inveftigation, and, at the 
fame time, with the graces of elegant compofition, is a tafk 
which requires the hand of a mafter. In the carly period of the 
Grecian hiftory, it is extremely dificult to diftinguifh truth from 
fable, and it is perhaps impoflible to arrive at full fatisfaction 
with refpect to chronology. The independent interefts of the 
ftates of Greece were fo numerous, 2s almolt unavoidably to 
caft an air of confufion and obfcurity over their hiftory: and the 
{pirit and manners of the Greeks were fo different, in many par- 
ticulars, from thofe of the prefent times, that it is by no means 
eafy for the hiftorian to conceive and reprefent them in their 
true form and colouring. 

Thefe and other circumftances have hitherto prevented any 
fuccefsful attempt to write a full and complete hiftory of Greece. 
It is the defign of. the work, the firit volume of which is now 
before us, to fupply this deficiency. And we oblerye, with pleas 
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fure, that Mr. Mitford has fpared no pains to qualify himfelf 
for the undertaking, by a familiar and accurate acquaintance 
with the fources whence his materials muft be drawn. That he 
is well read in antient literature, and has induftrioufly examined 
the chief points of controverfy refpecting the early period of the 
Grecian hiftory, appears from every page of this work. In hig 
fRiarrative he takes an extenfive range ; marking the progrefs of 
other ftates and empires, as far as their hiftory was connected 
with that of Greece. He has not confined himfelf to the mere 
relation of political events, but has entered into various difcufe 


fions, interefting to the critic and the philofopher. 

After tracing minutely the progrefs of the principal kingdoms 
and ftates in the fouthern and northern regions of Greece, and 
in Afia Minor, from the firft records of hiltory, down to the time 
of the Trojan war, our Author treats of the religion, govern- 
ment, jurifprudence, fcience, arts, commerce, and manners of 
the early Greeks. On the fubje& of the origin of Grecian let- 
ters he makes fome judicious and curious obfervations, which 
we fhall lay before our Reagers : 

‘It has been obferved, that manners and cuftoms have remained 
in the eait remarkably unvaried through all ages. ‘The permanence 
of language in the fame countries is not lefs remarkable. The Sy- 
riac and Arabic to this day bear a clofe affinity to the Hebrew even 
of the Pentateuch. ‘Through the Arabic, therefore, the Syriac, Sa- 
maritin, Chaldee, and Hebrew, we have means of tracing one lan- 
guage almolt to the beginning of things. In all thefe dialects we 
find that orthography has always been extremely imperfect. It has 
been much conteited whether the ancient orientals ufed any charac- 
ters to exprefs vowels*, It is certain that the modern Arabs, 
with twenty-eight Ietcers in their alphabet, acknowledge none for 
vowels; and the Periians, with a very different language, adopting 
the Arabic alphabet, have added fome confonants wanting for 
their pronunciation, but no vowels. It fhould feem, from thefe 
circumitinces, that oriental pronunciation and oriental orthography 
have been fettled by organs and perceptions not very elegant and 
difcerning. Confonauts indeed have been diftineuifhed with fome 
accuracy each by its proper letter: for confonant founds are moflly 
fo feparated by their nature, and fo incapable of being blended, 
that the dulleit ear eafily difcriminates them. But it is not fo with 
the liquid found of vowels. Inaccurate organs of pronunciation will 
confound, and inaccurate organs of hearing will miftake, efpecially 
in hatty utterance, thofe which, deliberately fpoken by a goed voice, 
appear ftrongly diftinguifhed. The orientals, therefore, in commit- 
ting language to writing, expreffed vowels in thofe f\llables only 
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‘* Mafclef’s account,ot the Hebrew alphabet I prefer to any that 
I have feen. Apparently more acquainted with the modern oriental 
languages than our learned Gregory Sharpe, who has followed him, 
Mai(clef had in view to inveftigate fact, not to devife a fyitem. For 
authority for the Arabic alphabet, I follow Richardfon’s graminar.’ 
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where the vowel-found, whether through length or accent, was more 

articularly marked by the voice ; leaving it in others to be fupplied 
by the reader’s knowledge of the word. ‘Thus in all the eaftern dia- 
jets, ancient and modern, we find numberlefs words, and fome of 
many fyllables, without a fingle vowel written. For it feents to be 
admitted that three of the Arabic letters were originally vowels * $ 
and there appears no reafon to doubt but the three correfponding 
Hebrew letters were alfo vowels +. But neither in the Arabic nor 
Perfian (which would appear to us more extraordinary if the fame 
abufe was not familiar, though fomething lefs grofs and lefs fre 
vent, in our own language) is the letter written a guide to be re- 
lied upon for the vowel to be pronounced. Hence it feems to have 
been that, in all the oriental languages, thofe letters have ceafed to 
fupport their reputation of vowels ; and hence the comparatively 
modern refource of points, which, without removing the vowel-letters 
from their orthographical ftation, intirely fuperfede them in the of- 


fice of directing the voice }. 
‘ IT have 


«# Among many proofs of this, the older Perfic writings appear 
ftrong; for in them we are told every fyllable had its vowel §. The 
ronunciation of the Perfic is more delicate, and its form more per- 
feét than thofe of the weftern Afiatic tongues, and in both it ap- 
roaches nearer to the Greek.’ 

‘+ The Arabic letters aL1F, wAw, YA, correfponding to the He- 
brew which. we call ALEPH, VAU, 10D, if they are not vowels, are 
generally nothing ; for it is comparatively feldom that Wau and rav 
are founded like our v and j confonants. Befides thefe, the letters 
ain and HE, correfponding to the Hebrew letters of the fame names, 
are one always, the other fometimes, vowels. But thefe five vowel- 
letters are very irregularly applied to the expreflion of vowel-founds ; 
or, to {peak familiarly to Englifh ears, words in the Arabic conti- 
hually, and in the Perfian often, are not to be pronounced as they 
are {pelt, but in a manner widely different. Moreover, though 
there are five letters in the Arabic alphabet really vowels, yet only 
three vowel-founds can be difcriminated by them; for the letters 
ain and He feem to have no vowel-powers that are not alfo pof- 
fefled by other letters.’ 

‘ t It feems to be now decided among the learned, that the vowel- 
points of the Arabs and Perfians were unknown till after the age of 
Mahomet, and that the Hebrew points were imitated from them. 
The idea of ufing points to reprefent vowels appears to have been 
fuggefted by the Greek marks of accent. For when the Greek, 
through the Macedonian conquefts, and ftill more through the Ro- 
man, became a univerfal language, marks invented, and firft ufed 
in the Alexandrine fchool, came into general ufe to direét all nations 
to the proper accentuation. In our own language, and in the Ita- 
lian and Spanith, the ufeful pra¢tice has been followed, and indeed 
is now deemed indifpenfible, in grammars and didtionaries. But 
when the Arabic, by the conquefts of the Califs, became fcarcely 
lefs extended than the Greek had been; and its men of learning, 

in the leifure of peace, and under the patronage of munificent 





§ See Richardfon’s Differtation on the Eaftern Languages, p. 236. 2d Edit. 
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‘ I have been induced to enter the more minutely, I fear tedioufly 
for fome readers, into this detail, becaufe we feem hence to acquire 
confiderable light on fome circumitances, otherwile unaccountable, 
in fo curfous and intereftthg a part of the hiftory of mankind as the 
hiftory of Grecian literature. The loweft date afligned to the arri- 
val of Cadmus in Greece, is one thoufand and forty-five years before 
Chriit. Homer flourifhed not lefs than two hundred years after him, 
It has been doubted whether Homer could write or read; and the 
arguments adduced for the negative in Mr. Wood’s Effay on the Ori- 
gival Genius of Homer feem fcarcely controvertible, The earlief 
Greek profe-writers known to the ancients themtelves, were Phere- 
cydes of Syros, and Cadmus of Miletus; mentioned by Pliny to 
have lived during the reign of Cyrus King of Perfia, and at leaf 
two hundred and fifty years after Homer. No Grecian ftate had its 
laws put in writing till about the fame period, when Draco was Ar. 
chon at Athens, and Zaleucus Lawgiver of the ts Baie Lo- 
crians. ‘The earlicft Grecian profe-writers whofe works had any 
confiderable reputation with pofterity, were Hecatzus of Miletus and 
Pherecydes of Athens, who were about a generation later. The in. 
terval therefore between the firft introduétion of letters, and any fa- 
miliar ufe of them in Greece, was, by the moft moderate accounts, 
between four and five hundred years. Yet the information remain- 
ing to us concerning the origin and progrefs of Grecian letters, con- 
fidered together with the known imperfections of oriental ortho- 
graphy (which in its general principles appears to have remained the 
{ame from the age of Mofes to this day) will rationally account for 
whatever might otherwife appear in this circumftance unaccountable, 
The letcérs brought by Cadmus from Phenicia would be very inade- 
quate to’ exprefs the nice difcriminations of found in the Grecian 
dialects, or to fatisfy the elegant accuracy of Grecian organs of pro- 
nunciation and hearing. The invention of new letters, or at leaf 
the invention of a new application of the old, would be indifpen- 
fible: works which, if quickly completed, would {till be long in 
gainino the neceflary authority of popular ufe through a half- 
polifhed nation, divided into independent ftates almoft innumerable, 
Nor do thefe circumftances reft upon furmife. We have a plain ac- 
count of them in Herodotus, which bears in itfelf every appearance 





princes, applied themfelves diligently to the ftudy of Grecian lite- 
rature, the inconveniences of their own orthography would, parti- 
cularly upon comparifon, appear glaring. To remedy, therefore, 
the utier difcord between their vowel-letters written, and vowel- 
founds pronounced, and to remove the uncertainty of thofe fyllables 
where cuftom had eftablifhed that no vowel fhould be written, they 
took the Grecian marks of accent and afpiration, and, with fome 
alterations and additions, applied them to reprefent the found of 
vowels, and to fupply other defects of their eftablifhed orthography. 
Thus the French ufe the Greek marks of accent to difcriminate the 
different founds of their letter e, and to point out the omiffion of an 
orthographical s.° Still, however, the new marks for vowels, being 
only three, are very unequal to their purpofe ; and they have more- 
ever never obtained general ufe either in Arabic or Perfian writing.’ 
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of being well-founded; and, affifted by what we know of oriental 
orthography, and what we learn from ancient Greek tufcriptions on 
marbles {till exifting, becomes in every part intelligible, and almolt 
circumftantial. The Cadmeians, that author fays, at firft ufed let- 
ters exactly after the Phenician manner. But in procefs of tme, 
heir language receiving alterations, they changed alfo the power of 
fome of their letters. Examples of Cadmeian letters, thus accom- 
modated to Grecian f{peech, were yet remaining in the hiltorian’s 
time ;; who faw them himfelf on fome tripods in the temple of 
Apollo Ifmenius at Thebes, and has reported the in {criptions. In 
this ftate letters paffed, he continues, to the Tonian Greeks of 
Attica, and other neighbouring provinces. By thefe fome farther 
alterations were made; but the letters, he fays, were ftill called 
Phenician. The principal additions, which the accurate harmony 
of the Greek language required, were to the vowels. No fyllable 
was fuffered to be without its vowel written. Yet all the nice dif- 
criminations of vowel-founds in the voice, even of thofe efiential to 
the harmony of the language, were not at Jatt exprefied by written 
characters; though in the end, inftead of three dilcriminating vowel- 
letters, probably received from the eait, the Greeks ufed feven 
vowel-letters of different powers, befide many combinations of 
vowels, called diphthongs; which, whatfoever compolition of found 
may be fuppofed in them, were fo far fimple founds that each could 
go to the forming of but a fingle fy!able. From the Greek was 
derived the Latin orthography, and thence that cf all wellern fu- 
rope; among which the Englifh, being the mot irregular and im- 
perfeét, approaches neareit in charadler to the oriental *. But during 


| 


the centuries while the Grecian alphabet was thus receiving its 


_——— eee 


«* The vowels of the Greek alphabet, in the carlieit {tate in which 
it becomes known to us, were only four, A, E, !, QO. The gradual 
additions have been traced in old infcriptions, and their hiflory con- 
firmed from paflages of Greek and Roman authors }. ‘The invention 
or introduction of particular letters by Palamedes, Simonides, and 
others, towhom it has been attributed, is not afcertained on any 
authority {. The letter 0, we find, like the Arabic and Perfian - at 
this day, was originally ufed both for the fimple found of «, and 
for that which was afterward diftinguifhed by the diphthong ov ; 
which had probably alfo a fimple found only, as it has now in the 
modern Greek, like the French ou, the Englifh co, and the ltalian w. 
~ we know for certain to have had a very different found from the 
Latin x, the long found of which was in Greek reprefented by the 
diphthong OY, and the fhort by the vowel o. ‘The mocern Greeks 
alio reprefent by their diphthong cz, the J:alian vowe! w, or ovr oa. 
The modern Greek y, the Italian wz, the French wv, and the Enelith 
u, have all different powers; and nothing bur the muit determined 
national and habitual prejudice could lead to the imagination che- 
rithed by fome French critics, to whom otherwife Grecian literature has 
high obligation, that the ancient Greek ¥ was of a found fo unpleafant, 


: an) 


end formed by a pofition of the lips fo ungraceful, as the French « 





’ 


+ See Shuckford’s Conne@ions, b, iv. 
i Montfaucon. Palxogrash. Grac, lib, ii. ¢. 1. 
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form, fome very remarkable changes took place alfo in the method 
of writing; partly, perhaps, in confequence of the delay in efta. 
blifhing the alphabet, and itfelf no doubt a hindrance to the pro. 
grefs of letters among the Grecian people. It feems not queftionable 
that on the firft introdu¢tion of letters into Greece the oriental man. 
ner of arranging them obtained, from the right toward the left, 
Afterward the praétice arofe of forming the lines alternately from 
right to left, and from left to right; and the oldett Greck infcrip. 
tions known are in that manner. ‘hen it became cuftomary to be. 
gin from the left, and return in the fecond line to the left again, 
At length, about the time of the Perfian invafion, feveral centuries 
after Cadmus, this alternate arrangement was finally difufed, and 
the Greeks wrote only from the left toward the right. In this prac, 
tice they have been followed by all the European nations, while the 
orientals ftill hold the original method of arranging their characters 
from the right toward the left *.’ 

With re{peét to the doubtful periods of ancient chronology, 
Mr. Mitford follows the fyftem of Sir J. Newton; a fyftem 
which, though not hitherto generally adopted, was ably fupported 
by its illuftrious Author, and which has fince obtained the 
fanGtion of many refpeétable names. Our Author’s remarks on 
this fubjet merit the attention of the learned. 

‘ The chronology moft received in modern times has been formed 
chiefly from thofe famous marbles brought from the Levant for the 
Earl of Arundel, and now in the poffeflion of the univerfity of Ox- 
ford, together with fome fragments of the chronologers Eratofthenes, 
Apollodorus, and Thrafy)lus, preferved chiefly in the chronicon of 
Eufebius, and the ftromata of Clemens Alexandrinus. Thofe mar- 
bles, whofe fame has fo much exceeded their worth, have been 
proved in fome inftances falfe ; and what can we think of the autho- 
rity of the chronologers, when fuch authors as Strabo, Plutarch, and 
Paufanias, coming after them, never deign even to quote them, but 
endeavouring to inveftigate the fame fubjects, declare that they were 
unable to fatisfy themfelves, and report the uncertainties that oc- 
curred? The chronology built on fuch frail foundations js alfo in 
itfelf improbable, and even inconfiftent with the moft authentic hif- 
torical accounts. All thefe confiderations together urged the great 
Newton to attempt the framing’ of a fyftem of chronology for the 
early ages of Greece, from the beft hiftorical traditions of politica 
events, compared with the moft authentic genealogies ; and he en 
deavoured to verify it from accounts of aftronomical obfervations, 





« * This theet was already in the prefs when Mr. Aftle’s work on 
the Origin and Progrefs of Writing was announced to the Public. 
It has been great fatisfa¢tion to me to find what I have ventured on 
this fubject fo thoroughly fupported by a work of fuch extenfive in- 
quiry. It may however be proper to obferve, that Mr. Aftle thinks 
he has found alphabets, among the nations eaft of Perfia, not de- 
rived from that one, which he yet allows has given origin to ‘ the 
far greater part of thofe now ufed in different parts of the globe.” 
Origin and Progr, of Writing, ch, iv. p. 48, 49, and ch. v, p. 64.” 
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this work for publication, or it would probably 
have come to us lefs open to objection. Being printed after his 
death, it had for fome time, however, great credit. But of Jate the 


favour of learned men has inclined much to the former fyftem, which 


:, our own country Dr. Blair, in his expenfive and valuable Tables, 
has implicitly followed; and in France the wonderful diligence of 
the very learned Freret has been employed in the endeavour to prove 
that the real chronology of early Greece was {till more at variance 
with all remaining hiftory than even that which Dr. Blair has 
adopted.’ 

After giving a fynopfis of the more commonly received chro- 
nology, Mr. M. attempts to fettle the age of Hefiod and Homer. 
He maintains that Hefiod lived with the grandfons of thofe who 
fought at Troy, and that Homer lived defore the return of the 
Heraclidz, and not long aiter the period of which his poems 
principally treat. He then proceeds: 

‘ After Homer is a long interval to our next authorities for Gre- 
cian hiftory. Pindar and A:{chylus afford afliflance ; but they lived 
too late to unite in any great degree the character of hiftorian with 
that of poet*. The later poets are of courfe ftill inferior hiftorical 
authority. Herodotus, therefore, the oldeit Grecian profe author 
whofe works remain to us, and who, according to his own probable 
affertion, as we have already obferved, was four hundred years later 
than the great poet, may be called the next hiftorian. Thucydides, 
Plato, Ariftotle, Strabo, Plutarch, and Pavfanias, who in different 
ages inveftigated the antiquities of their country, all fu‘ticiently in- 
form us what uncertain authorities intervened. Early in this dark 
period, however, we gain, by a ftrong concurrence of teftimony, 
one remarkable point, the Olympiad in which Corcebus won in the 
ftadion, from which the Olympiads were reckoned numerically, and 
which was therefore always called the firft Olympiad. But unfor- 
tunately we are not with any certainty informed what principal cha- 
racters were cotemporary, or even nearly cotemporary, with Core- 
bus. Not only therefore the preceding times till we meet Homer’s 
chronology, or, which is nearly the fame thing, to the return of the 
Heracleids, remain to be gathered from genealogies, but, for the 
moft part, the fubfequent alfo till near the time of the Perfian inva- 
fion. in the computation by genealogies, exclufively of its inherent 
inaccuracy, great difficulties occur. Even the fucceflion of Lace- 
demonian Kings, which fhould be our beft guide, is not tranfmitted 
to us with certain correétnefs ; and when we recollect the variety of 
opinions of ancient writers, or thofe reported by Plutarch alone, 





a 
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‘ * Though not more than three or four publications in Grecian 
profe of earlier date than the works of Pindar and A{chylus ac- 
quired any reputation, yet already in their time the Avy, profe- 
writer, appears to have been familiarly known as a perfon capable of 
tranf{mitting facts to pofterity as well as the ’Aadi;, poet: 

— Ome dote paras UZ r pace dug dee 
Osov amoosrny ardewy OaiTay pLave 
Kai Avyicis xa Aoicoite Pindar. Pyth, i.’ 
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concerning the age of fo very remarkable a perfonage as the lawgivep 
Lycurgus, the pretenfions of chronolcegers to affign to each reign its 
exact number of years appear utterly abfurd. ‘The terms attributed 
to the perpetual Archons ef Athens are not better founded ; and the 
reafons given by Sir Ifaac Newton for fuppofing that the feven de. 
cennial Archons did not complete feventy sears, are cogent. Of the 
annual Archons who followed, accounts are very deficient. Probably 
at their firft eftablifhment written regiflers were not kept: for as we 
are well affured that the Jaws of Athens were never committed to 
writing till the archonfhip of Draco, itis not likely that letters were 
applied much fooner to public purpofes of inferior impertance. Let. 
ters became common, aud chronology acquired accuracy, about the 
daine time, and little before the Perlian invafion. 

‘ The firft Olympiad, however, that in which Corcebus won, 1s of 
univerfally acknowledged date 776 years before the Chriltian era, 
To this point Sir Ifaac Newton and all former and all fubfequent 
chronologers agree *, ‘The return of the Heracleids happened 80 
years after the I'rojan war. ‘This affertion of the inquilitive and ju- 
dicious Thucydides has alfo found univerfal acquiefcence. ‘The two 
great defiderata then of Grecian chronology are to know what pria- 
cipal perfons were cotemporary with Corcebus, and to trace the ge- 
nerations from his age upward to the return of the Heracleids. If 
thefe could be obtained, we ithould have a tolerably accurate chrono- 
logy as far as Homer’s genealogies wil! carry us; and beyond them, 
however curiofity may be incited, the fruit of inquiry wil! {carcely 
pay the jabour. 

‘ Our principal information concerning the Olympiads is from 
Paufanias; who lived late, but was adiligent and a candid antiqua- 
rian. He travelled through Greece after the middle of the fecond 
century of the Chriftian era, and it appears that he examined the 
Olympic regifter on the fpot. He fays that the Olympiads might be 
traced back regularly to that in which Corcbus won in the foote 
race; but that even tradition couacerning any regular and periodical 
celebration of the games went no farther. It is ftrongly implied by 
his expreflions, that the written regilter of the Olympian victors was 
not fo old as Corcebus, but that the account of the firlt Olympiads 
was kept by memory only t+. Indeed it appears certain, from all 





* I do not underftand the accufation of an ingenious, but vehement 
oppoler of Sir Ifaac Newton’s chronology, that Newton afferts a wil- 
ful forgery to have been made in the Olympic catalogue of forty 
O!ympiads which had no real exiftence t. On the contrary, Newton 
gdmits all the Olympiads of the catalogue, from Corabus down- 
ward; and before Corcebus, if any Olympiads were celebrated, w 
are weil aflured that no catalogue was kept, 

p ES UY ‘Yor TO Teveyvis Tats ponmcic el Tair OPvuriacw tel §&, 8 
Paufanias’s exprefion concerning the authority. of the firit Olympiads 
of the catalogue, beginning with the victory of Corcebus. With res 
gard to later times, he fpeaks in plain terms of a written regilter. 


._ * 


t Differtation on the Chronology of the O'mypiads, by Dr. S. Mufgrave. 
8 Lid. Ve Se S. . 
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authority, that writing was nct common in Greece 
not aflured that Coreebus was cote mporary with 
Jphitus, yet it appears probable. That {hort bic y of he Olympian 
games which. Paufanias gives from Cor@bus cowaward, iirongly 
contradicts the fuppofition of chronologers, derived fom a p; fiage 
of Phlegon preferved by Eufebius but wholly unfupported by older 
authors, that twenty-eight Olympiads intervened berween the efta- 
blifument of the feilivai by Iphitus, and the victory of Corcebus un- 
ger another Iphitus. Strabo’s account fill more remarkably contra- 
diéts fach a fuppofition, te afirms that the A:tolians, who under 
Oxylus came into Peloponnefus with the Heracleids, Avere the in- 
ventors of the Olympian games, and celebrated the firit Olympiads, 
Afier then mentioning traditions concerning the prior ellablifiment 
of the feflival as fabulous and unworthy of credit, he fpealzs of that 
as the firft Olympiad in which Cor@bus won. So far from giving 
the leaft countenance to the fuppofition that two or three centuries 
intervened between the return of the Heracleids and the victory of 
Corcebus, it is rather implied by his expreiiions in that paffage that 
Coreebus was cotemporary with Oxylus. ‘dhis however is not af- 
firmed, and in another place Iphitus 1s mentioned as founder of the 
fellival ; but other authors mult be reforted to for authority even for 
that fhort interval which Newton has fuppofed between Oxylus and 
Corabus. With Newton, therefore, | have no fcruple to firike 
from my chronology that period of above a century which has been 
jmagined between Iphitus and Corcbus. Iphitas, according to 
Pauianias, was defcended from Oxylus, but in what degree that an- 
tiguarian could not learn ; there were even contradictory tellimonies 
among the ancient in{criptions and memorials of the Eleians them- 
felyes concerning his father’s name. Newton, deducing collateral 
proof from another paflage of Paufanias, fappofes: him grandfon of 
O.ylus, and places the Olympiad in which Corcebus won under his 
prefidency, only 52 years after the return of the Heracleids. Dr. 
Blair places Iphitus 220, and Freret fuppofes him 283 years later 
than that event ; and both maintain the farther interval of 108 years 
between his inflicution of the Olympian games and that called the firtt 
Olympiad. If we fearch hiftory to know what occurrences filled this 
long interva!, we find none: nothing in the leaft to contradict New- 
ton’s fuppofition that only 52 years, inftead of 428 according to 
Blair, or 395 according to Freret, pafled between the return of the 
Heracleids and the Olympiad in which Corcebus won, except an ac- 
count from Paufanias of what was not done. That antiquarian re- 
lates that games, after the manner of the Homeric age, were fo long 
neglected, that even memory of them failed; and that they were 
recovered but by flow cegrees after the time of Corabus. I know 
nothing elfe of equal, or almott of any authority to dire&t opinion 
between Sir Ifaac Newton’s conjeclure, and computations fo utterly 
unfupported by hiflory as thofe adopted by Blair, or made by Fre- 
ret; computations, as appears to me, virtually contradicted by Hero- 
dotus, Thucydides, Plato, and Ariftotle, and evidently difbelieved 
by Strabo, Plutarch, and Paufanias. Not only they are utterly ir- 
reconcileable to the hiftory, imperfe& enough indeed itfelf, which 
temains of thole times; but, to strain even genealogy to any kind of 
accommg- 
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accommodation with them, it has been neceffary to add a fappofi. 
tion, utterly unfupported by the authors above mentioned, thar 
there were two extraordinary perfonages Kings of Elis of the name 
of Iphitus, two extraordinary perfonages of the name of Lycurgus 
legiflators of Sparta, and fo of many others who, at the diftance of 
from one to two centuries one from the other, bore the fame name, 
did the fame things, and acquired the fame reputation. 
¢ The refult then of fuch inquiry as I have been able to make on 
this dark and intricate fubject, leads me to the following conclufions. 
I have not the leaft difficulty with Newton to reject, as fictitious, that 
erfonage whom chronologers have inferted in their catalogue of 
Kings of Crete by the name of the firft Minos ; becaufe his exiftence 
is not only unwarranted, but in fact contradicted by what remains 
to us from Hefiod, Homer, Herodotus, Thucydides, Plato, Ariftotle, 
and Strabo, concerning the only Minos whom thofe authors appear 
to have known *, With fcarcely more doubt and upon fimilar 
grounds I join in the rejection of Erichthonius, together with the 
fecond Cecrops and the fecond Pandion, from the lift of the Kings 
of Athens. 1 cannot, however, hold with the great philofopher, that 
Gelanor King of Argos, and Danaus the leader of the Egyptian co- 
Jony, were cotemporary with Euryftheus, King of Mycenz ; becaufe 
the fuppofition is not only unfupported, but contradicted by teftimony 
equal to any concerning thofe times ; indeed by the whole tenor of 
early hiftorical tradition. We come next to that period which Ho- 
mer has illuftrated; and concerning this, confidered by itfelf, the 
difference among authors has been comparatively none. In proceed- 
ing then to the dark ages which follow, I have no doubt in fhorten- 
ing the period from the return of the Heracleids to the inftitution of 
the Olympian feftival by Iphitus. The number of years that paffed 
cart be calculated only upon conjeétural grounds ; but Newton’s con- 
jefure, if not perfectly unexceptionable, appears fo far the moft 
probable as it is moft confiftent with hiftorical tradition, and even 
with what I hold to be the beft chronological authorities, thofe of 
Strabo and Paufanias. For the period then of 108 years, between 
the inftitation of the feftival bv Iphitus and the firft Olympiad, or 
that in which Corcebus won, J look upon it as merely imaginary ; 
its exiftence being ftrongly contradicted by Strabo and Paufanias, 
and fupported by no comparable authority. I am lefs able ta deter- 
mine my belief concerning the dates of the Meffenian wars; nor 
can I fatisfy myfelf concerning thofe of Attic or Corinthian hiftory. 
In the former cafes the bufinefs was only to detect falfehood : here 
we have the nicer tafk to afcertain truth. Upon the whole, however, 
Newton appears: to have ftrong reafon on his fide throughout, He 
feems indeed to have allowed too little interval between the legifla- 
tion of Draco and that of Solon; and perhaps this is not the only 
inftance in which his fhortening fyftem has been carried rather to an 





‘ * Diodorus Siculus, in his fourth book, mentions two kings of 
Crete of the name of Minos. But the traditions of the Cretans 
themfelves, reported in his fifth book, effeftually contradié the exift- 
ence of more than the one celebrated perfonage of that name, ace 
knowledged by the writers mentioned in the text. 
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extreme: but where centuries are in difpute, we muft not make dif- 
fculties about a few years. It would be of fome importance, if it 
were pollible, to determine the age of that remarkable tyrant of Ar- 

os, Pheidon, the moft powerful Grecian prince of his time, the 
frft who coined filver in Peloponnefus, the firit who eftablifhed a 
ftandard for the weights and meafures ufed over the whole peninfula, 
and who, as head of the Heracleid families, and legal heir of Her- 
cules, claimed, and by the prevalence of his power affumed, the 
prefidency of the Olympian feftival. This laft circumftance, if the 
Olympic regifter was perfect, fhould have put his age beyond 
guetion : yet authors who poffeffed the beft means of information, 
gre not to be reconciled concerning it. Paufanias fays that Pheidon 
prefided in the eighth Olympiad. But according to Strabo, the 
Eleians prefided without interruption to the twenty-fixth; and if the 
copies of Herodotus are faithful, Pheidon muit have lived toward 
the fiftieth Olympiad, where Newton would fix him. But the co- 
pies of Herodotus are not without appearance of defect where Phei- 
don is mentioned. ‘The chronologers have been defirous of imput- 
ing error to thofe of Strabo, which aflert that Pheidon was tenth in 
defcent from Temenus: they would have him but tenth from Her- 
cules; and thus they would make Strabo agree with Paufanias and 
with the marbles. But this does not complete their bufinefs. Straba 
will ftill contradi&t the prefidency of Pheidon in the eighth Olym- 

jad. Moreover that writer, as his copies now ftand, is confiftent 
with himfelf; and, upon Newton’s fyftem, confiftent with Herodo- 
tus. It can fcarcely be faid that Paufanias, as his copies ftand, is 
confiftent with himfelf: at leaft he is very deficient where it was 
clearly his defire to give full information. I am therefore inclined, 
with Newton, to fuppofe an error in the date which ftands afligned, 
as on his authority, for the prefidency of Pheidon. But when pre- 
cifely Pheidon did prefide, it fhould feem Strabo could not learn to 
his fatisfaction ; otherwife he would probably have named the Olym+ 
piad, and not have dated merely by the pedigree.’ 

From the preceding extracts, the Reader will perceive that 
this Hiftory is not diftinguifhed by harmony and elegance of 
compofition ; and, in the courfe of the work, he will fometimes 
be offended by awkward fingularities of expreflion, and by harfh- 
nefs of conftruction and obfcure arrangement. But, notwith- 
ftanding thefe defe€ts, the performance bears fuch evident marks 
of folid erudition, and contains fuch a plentiful ftore of fa&ls 
collected from original fources, as will not fail to recommend 
it to the favourable attention of thofe who read for information 
rather than for amufement. 

This volume brings the hiftory to the clofe of the Perfian in- 
vafion of Greece under Mardonius. The Author will, we doubt 
not, meet with fufficient teftimonies of approbation from the 
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Art. II. Tales of the Caffle: or Stories of Inftruction and Delight, 
Being Les Veillées du Chateau, written in French by Madame la 
Comptefle de Genlis, Author of the Theatre of Education, Adela 
and Theodore, &c. Tranflated into Englith by Thomas Holcroft. 
azmo. 5 Vols. 15s. fewed, Robinfon. 1785. 


HOSE writers are undoubtedly entitled to an eminent de- 
gree of reputation, who have, at the fame time, ability to 
excel in the more difficult labours of compofition, and good 
fenfe to apply their powers to purpofes of general utility. On 
both thefe grounds, Madame de,Genlis has large claims upon 
the Public. In the invention of a conneéted feries of probable 
and ftriking incidents—a tafk which, though often attempted 
by writers of the lower order, requires no {mall exertions of 
genius—this lady is peculiarly happy: and her pieces are, for 
the moft part, very judicioufly adapted to the defign of imprefling 
virtuous fentiments upon young minds. 

The former productions of her pen have juftly obtained the 
general approbation of the Public; and we have attempted ta 
do them juftice in our Review. ‘The prefent work cannot fail 
to add frefh celebrity toher name. It is written in a manner 
that muft captivate every heart, whofe virtuous fenfibility has 
not been damped by a faftidious philofophy, or debafed by cri- 
minal paffions. Ass far as refpeéts the moral tales and converfas 
tions in this work, we give our hearty affent to the Tranflatoi’s 
culogy. 

‘ ‘To the eternal honour of Madame pe Gen iis be it fpoken, her 
enchanting lefions inceflantly tend to infpire univerfal philanthropy ; 
to draw the moft amiable, and therefore the moft juit, pictures of 
virtue; to foften the afperities of the pafiions; to teach gentlenels, 
benevolence, fortitude; juftice towards ourfelves, charity towards 
others; and to induce that fuperior, that rational conduét, which, 
alone, can generate happinefs. This praife is a tribute which, 
furcly, neither phlegm nor envy can, in juftice, refufe to pay. ‘The 
happy influence which a book like this maft have, on uninftructed or 
fubordinate minds, cannot be denied ; and, therefore, claims the 
univerfal fuffrage of the wife and virtuous, in favour of its author.’ 

The plan of the Tales of the Cafile is this : the Marquis de Clé- 
mire, being obliged to quit his family and join the army, Ma- 
dame de Clémire retires from Paris, with her fon Czefar, and her 
daughters Caroline and Pulcheria, children between feven and 
ten years of age, together with the Baronefs her mother, and 
proper inftructors. In this retreat, Madame de Clémire and the 
Baronefs, to give utility to.the amufements of the children, un- 
dertake, in the evenings after fupper, to relate Tales for their 
recreation and inftruction. Theie tales form the principal part 
of this work ; but they are agreeably interrupted by converfas 
tions between the mother and her children, either on the fub- 
jects 
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* 2s of the Tales, or upon incidents which are fuppofed to oceur 


in the caftle. 
The unhappy effets of exceflive indulgence, and the necef- 
fity of correéting i!l-humours occafioned by it—generofity and 
ratitude—heroic <ttachment—the value of habits of induftry 
and correctnefs—the fatal confequences of violent paffions— the 
merit of facrificing {plendid appearance to humanity—the folly 
of affectation and vanity—and the pleafure of rewarding merit— 
are fome of the topics which are beautifully and pathetically il- 
Juftrated in thefe tales. 
On thefe, and other fubje&s, many judicious reflections are 
introduced, in the intervals between the narrations. “Ihe fol- 


lowing remarks on vanity have particular merit: 

‘ Madame de Clémire taught the children to admire the ftarry 
beauties of the heavens; and this foon incited a with to underftand 
Aftronomy : the ftudy of the Celettial Globe, which till then had 
been greatly neglected, confequently beeame one of their favourite 
afternoon amufements. Czwfar efpecially applied himfelf to it with 
ardour, and was not a little proud of the praifes they beftowed uporw 
his memory. 

‘ This was foon perceived by Madame de Clémire, who afked 
him if he had forgot Pamela’s reflections on modefty. It is true, 
faid fhe, they relate to that kind of vanity which induces us to vaunt 
of our good ations; but they may be equally applied to oftentation 
founded on fuperior Anowledoe. A truly learned perfon never makes 
a parade of what he knows; that merit which is not doubted, which 
cannot be difputed, incites no detire in its owner to boaft. A per- 
fon may believe himielf. very wile, and yet be very foolifh; but 
while he thus deceives himfe!f, he feels it poflible he may be mif- 
taken; and this kind of doubt, however feeble, gives its pofleflor a 
degree of uneafinefs refpecting the opinions of others, and often 
produces falfe pretenfions, and feeble endeavours to appear wife or 
witty. 

‘ Thofe, however, who are really learned, are very certain this 
advaniage will not be denied them; and an accufation which car 
eafily be confuted, gives but little pain. ‘Ihhis is one good reafon, 
why there are fo many more pretenders to wit than to learning; not 
but that the avould-be ‘earned perfons, who have gained a little know- 
ledge, are tco often tormented:with a defire of impofing themfelves 
upon others for men of profound erudition. Hence you may eafily 
comprehend, that this ridiculous affectation is generally a fign of 
mediocrity ; and that the very felf-love whence it originates, ought 
to preferve us from it. | 

* Such are the ufval effe&s of vanity, and thus is every man in- 
terefted to appear modett; notwithftandin? which, we fometimes find 
people of real merit, with the moft difguiting degree of pride ;. but 
fuch examples are not common: and i even believe, they are never 
found among people of truly fuperior underftandings. Pride is, of 
all vices, that which renders man molt unfociable, fince it de- 
prives him of thofe attrations which charm fo much in converia- 
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« In what confitts the vfual civilities of fociety? In knowing how 
to forget one’s (¢'i; in being eager to oblige; in making others res 
fpeftable and happy ; in attention to the fmalleit trifles ; in difcovers 
ing gentlenefs and compliance on all occafions ; and in perfuading 
others we hold ourfelves as nothing, fince we muft appear grateful 
at the moft common-place compliments and marks of attention. 

© We fign ourielves Your moft chedient humble fervants to our ine 
feriors ; all the ufual phrafes have the fame remarkable kind of hu- 
mility; Let me befcech you, Sir I hope, Sir, you will have the 
goodness -— May I prefume, Sir, to beg — Vhen any perfon pub- 
licly praifes us, we are obliged to liiten with a {mile, to reply with 
a joke, and generally to uuderftand what is faid as ironical ; or at 
Jeait appear convinced, that the f{peaker’s good opinion 1s the effec 
of a friendly partiality. 

‘ The fame kind of humility may be remarked in our common 
actions; politenefs requires we fhould cede the beft place, let others 

afs firlt, and always appear grateful when we receive the fame kind 
of refpect. From all which it is very clear, the inventors of thefe 
different cufloms have thought, that the moft certain means of ren- 
dering fociety agreeable, was to impoie the general law, on each in- 
dividual, of concealing his felf-love, and afieiing the utmoft mo- 
deftly. Hence you may eafily conceive, it is impoffible for pride 
to be polite ; nay, it is a vice which cannot be even concealed. The 
tone of the voice, the turn of the hand, the manner, the eye, all 
betray it. Nothing, therefore, fhould be neglected, to correct or 
preferve us from a vice fo hateful, and fo fure to be difcovered. 

* But if a perfon has underfianding, Mamma, faid Cefar, he wills 
at leait, fo far reprefs his vanity as not to fay any thing ridiculous. 

* You are very much miftaken ; our vanity is often fo abfurd as to 
deprive us of judgment, and make us forget every due refpect ; there 
is nothing, however foolifh, but what itis capable of faying and dos 
ing; and to prove it, I will cite you a remarkable inftance. 

* Charles Dumoulin * was a famous lawyer, confulted by every 
court in the kingdom, and his opinion was ufually followed 3 nay, 
it was even of greater authority than the Arrets themfelves ; but all 
this glory was tarnifhed, by a pride as ridiculous as it was ftupid. 
He called himfelf 74e De@or of France and Germany, and writ at 
the head of every opinion he gave, I, wHo GivE PLACE TO NO 
MAN, AND ‘40M NO MAN CAN TEACH ANY THING!’ 

The topic of humanity hes juitly a large fhare of our Au- 
thor’s attention, and is generally treated with a happy union of 
ardor and good fenfe: but, in the following paflage we think 
Madame Genlis has carried the doStrine of .Chriftian benevo- 
lence to an extravagant and unjuftifiable height of refinement : 


— 








‘ * He was born at Paris in 1500, of 2 noble family, and related 
to Elizabeth, Queen of England, by Thomas of Bullen, Vifcount of 
Rochford, maternal uncle of that Princefs. His book upon the 
Edi& of Henry II. againft Les Petites Dates, acquired him great re- 
putation. He died in 1566, and his tomb is to be feen in the Ce- 
metery of Saint André-des-Arcs. Caufes Célébres, Tom. V.’ 

‘The 
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¢ The Scripture orders us to be charitable, but not utterly to ftrip 
ourfelves. ‘* Give to him that afketh thee, and from him that 
would borrow turn not thou away.” I grant that thofe who are to- 
tally guided by the evangelical {pirit, would give all they have to 
the poor; but religion does not require us to facrifice every conve- 
nience of life to our humanity, but that we fhould fet bounds to our 
whims and imaginary wants, and preferve the means of expiating 
our follies by our benefattions.—And fo, Mamma, when one is 
only a little good, one gives alittle; when oneis very good, one gives 
more than one half; and when one is perfect, one gives all.—Yes, 
my dear, that is exaétly the Gofpel definition.’ 

Certainly, either the evangelical (pirit cannot require us to 

ive all we have tothe poor, or this fpirit is inconfiftent with 
the prefent condition of man, Nay, Chriftian perfection, as 
Madame Genlis explains it, is in its own nature impoflible ; for 
if a perfect Chriftian will give all, on the fuppofition that all 
men were perfect Chriftians, it is evident, that, every one giving 
all he has, no one could poflefs any thing. 

The greater number of the Tales in this work are of the moral 
kind. And we are fo fenfible of the utility, as well as the lite- 
rary merit, of thefe pieces, that we very much regret that the 
whole five volumes have not been filled with productions of the 
fame clafs. After paffing through many inchanting moral 
fcenes, while we were impatient for farther gratification, we 
experienced much difappointment in finding about two volumes 
employed on different fubjects, far lefs interefting and ufeful to 
young readers. 

Nearly an entire volume is taken up, in a ftory which relates 
many wonderful appearances and productions in natural hiftory, 
philofophy, and the arts, written with all the extravagance of a. 
fairy tale. ‘This has fo much of the air of trick and deception, 
that the dignity of the work appears to us as much degraded by 
this kind of fiGion, as that of a philofopher would be, by making 
ufe of the properties of a magnet, or of electricity, to produce 
the vulgar ftare of ignorant admiration, Is it not much better 
to lead young people, by more direct methods, into an acquaint- 
ance with facts, and their caufes, as they are able to underftand 
them ?—But the genius of M. Genlis has another province. 

We mutt alfo give it as our opinion, that the long tale of The 
Two Reputations, one principal objeét of which is to fatirife lite- 
tary affectation and vanity, enters much too largely into cha- 
facier and manners, to be interefting to young perfons, at the 
period of life for which thefe Tales feem to have been written. 

; The tale of Daphnis and Panrofe, founded upon antient fable, 
6 written with a view to eftablith a point, which will be univer- 
fally condemned by the young of both fexes, as a {hocking he- 
tely, and which we are furprifed that a female philofopher fhould 
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ferioufly maintain ; That love is an illufion, that promifes haps 
inefs which it can only trouble or deftroy. 

The laft tale, which is entirely of the fanciful kind, creates a 
Palace of Truth, wherein every one fpeaks his real fentiments, 
while he imagines he conceals them; and employs much bold 
fiction to produce no other effect, than an unpleafant convics 
tion, of the veccility of art and concealment in the mutual in- 
tercourtes of fociety, and the indifcretion of prying into the 
thoughts and feelings of others, 

Thefe latter pieces differ widely from the former in their ob- 
je@t and charadler, aad afford little occafion for that exercife of 
the finer moral feelings, which renders the perufal of the former 
part of the work fo captivating. Wecannot but regret that the 
Author has biended things fo heterogeneous, and departed fo far 
from her belt walk of compofition. As a fet of moral leflons 
for young people, the work would certainly have been more 
uniform and perfect, had it been little more than one half of its 
prefent fize. We are therefore tempted to compare the writings 
of Madame Genlis to the Sybilline leaves, which as they were 
diminifhed in number, increafed in value. 

As we have not nowroom, to make any confiderab!e extra& 
from this entertaining publication, we fhall for the prefent con- 
clude with obferving, that the Tranflator. has executed his tafk 
with a confiderable fhare of eafe and elegance. He has, with 
defign, allowed himfelf fome latitude, omitting a few circume 
ftances which he judged might be offenfive, and occafionally exe 
tending a phrafe, or adding a thought, in order to accommodate 
the work the more perfectly to the tafte of the Englith ions 





Arr. I. Coufiderations on the Order of Cincinnatus; to which are 
added, as well fever] original Papers relati:e to that Infticution, 
as alfo a Lecter from the late M. ‘Turgot, Comptroller of the Fi- 
nances in France to Dr. Price, on the Conititutions of America: 
and an Abftra&t of Dr. Price’s Ob/ervations on the Importance of the 
American Revolution ; with Notes and Reflections upon that Work. 
Tranflated from the French of the Count de Mirabeau, 8vo. 
4s. boards. Johnfon. 1735. 


ry HE Order of Cincinnatus, is a fociety which has arifen in 

America, compofed of the generals and officers of the 
army and navy of the United States. It has been eftablifhed in 
al] the confederated provinces. Its ftrength, we are told, is con- 
tinually increafing: that it is richly endowed ; and that it has, 
among its members, ‘the moft diftinguifhed perfonages of Ame- 
rica, 

{a this work much eloquence is employed to prove, that the 
inftitution of this Order is the creation of a military nobility, 
which will in time, from a dangerous ariftocratic power, fup- 
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rted by numbers, military force, general refpect, the right of 
inheritance *, the power of holding affemblies at pleafure, and 


revenue. tte . : 
Monfieur Turgot, in his letter to Dr. Price, makes the fol- 


lowing profound obfervations on the defeéts attending the pre- 
fent American conftitutions : | 

‘J am not fatishied, I confefs, with the conftitutions hitherto 
efablifhed by the different ftates of America. In that of Pennfyl- 
yania you blarhe, with reafon, the teligious teft impofed on vie 

erfon admitted into the repreféntative bédy; but it is much worle 
in fome others of them. One (I think it is that of the Jerfeys) re- 

vires a belief of the divinity of Jefus Chrift +. . In moft of them [ 
dnd an unmeaning imitation of Englifh cuftoms. Inftead of making 
all authorities in the ftate converge into one, that of the nation, they 
have eftablifhed diftin&t bodies; a houfe of reprefentatives, a council, 
and a governor; becaufe England has its houfe of commons, its 
houfe of lords, and its king. ‘They endeavour to balance exaétly 
thefe different powers ; as ¥ that equipoife, which may have been 
deemed necéffary to prevent the enormous preponderance of royalty, 
could be of any ufe in republics, founded upon the equality of all 
the citizens ; and as if every thing, which tended to eftablih diffe- 
rent bodies in the ftate, were not a fource of divifions. In feeking 
to prevent chimerical, they give birth to real dangers. They would 

uard againft the clergy, and therefore unite them all under the 
2ewert of one common profcription. By making them ineligible, 
they form them into a body, and into a body eftranged from the 
ftate. Why is a citizen, who has the fame intereft as other men in 
the common defence of his liberty and his property, to be éxcluded 
from contributing to it by his knowledge and his virtues, only be- 
caufe he is of a profefiion to which knowledge and virtues are effen- 
tially requifite? The clergy are never dangerous, but when they 
form a body in the ftate, when they conceive themfelves to have 
rights and interefts as a body, and when it has been thought proper 
to have a religion eftablifhed by law; as if men could have any 
right, or any intereft, to rule the confciences of others; as if it were 
in the power of an individual to facrifice to the advantages of civil - 
fociety thofe opinions on which he fuppofes his eternal falvation to 
depend ; as if men were to be faved or damned in the grofs. Where 
true toleration, that is to fay, the abfolute incompetence of govern- 
ment over the confciences of individuals, is eftablifhed, an eccle- 
fiaftic admitted into the national affembly is a citizen; when ex- 
cluded from it, he becomes again an ecclefiaftic. 

‘I don’t find that they have been careful enough to reduce, as 
much as poffible, the number of objeéts. which are to occupy the go- 
vernment of each {tate ; to feparate matters of legiflation from thofe 
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7 This right has been lately given up by the Society. 

+ It is the conftitution of Delaware that impofes this teft: that of 
the Jerfeys, wish a noble liberality, orders, that there fhall never 
in that province be any eftablifhment of any one religious feét in 
preference to another; and that all Proteftants, of all perfuafions, 
fhall enjoy equal rights and privileges. 

Rav, Aug. 1785. H of 
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of a general, and of a particular and local adminiftration ; nor te 
eftablith local ftanding affemblies, which, by difcharging almoft all. 
the fubordinate functions of government, might {pare the general 
aflembly all attention to thofe matters,.and might prevent all oppor 
tunity, and perhaps all defire in its members, of abufing an autho. 
rity which cannot be applied to any objeéts but thofe which are ge 
neral, and which therefore are not expofed to the little paffions 
which aétuate mankind. 

© I don’t find that they have attended to the grand, and, indeed, 
the only natural diftinftion among men, that between the proprie- 
tors ard the non-proprietors of land ;, to their different interefts, and 
confequently to their different rights with refpect to legiflation, to 
the adminiftration of juftice and of police, to their contribution to. 
wards the public expenditure, and to the application of the public 
money. 

‘ No fixed principle of tawation is eftablifhed ; but it is prefumed, 
that each province may at pleafure tax itfelf; may impofe perfonal 
taxes, taxes upon con{umption or upon importation ; or, in other 
words, may create for itfelf an intereft, contrary to the intereft of 
the other provinces. 

‘ The right of regulating its commerce is prefumed to refide in 
every diftinct tate, ‘The executive power, or the governors in each, 
are even authorifed to prohibit the exportation of certain commodi- 
ties in certain events: fo far are they from perceiving, that the law 
of a perfe& liberty of commerce is a neceffary confequence of the 
right of property: fo deeply are they fill involved in the mift of 
“uropean delufions. 

* In the general union of the provinces, I'don’t find a coalition, 
a fufion, of all the parts into one bedy, into one homogeneous 
whole. It is nothing but an aggregation of parts, diftinét from one 

another, and whiich by the diveriity of their laws, manners, and opi- 
nions, by the inequality of their prefent forces, and ftill more by 
the inequality of their future progreffes, muft have a perpetual ten- 
dency to divide.. It is nothing more than acopy of the republic 
of Holland, though Holland had not, like America, to fear the 
poffible increafe of any of its provinces. The whole edifice, as yet, 
refts upon the unfolid bafis of the old and vulgar fyftem of politics; 
upon the prejudice, that nations and provinces may, as national or 
— bodies, have an intereft' different from what individuals 

ave to be free, and to defend their property againft robbers and 
conquerors ;.an imaginary intereft to trade more extenfively than 
others, not to buy merchandize from foreigners, to compel foreign- 
ers to confume the growth of their country, and the produce Of their 
manufaétures ; an imaginary intereft to poffefs a more extenfive ter- 
ritory, to acquire this or that ifland or village; an intereft to ftrike 
terror into other nations; an intereft to furpafs them_in military 
glory, orin the {cienceés and the arts.’ 

The Author of this work, in his remarks upon Dr. Price’s 
Obfervations, &c. controverts the propriety of his opinion con- 
cerning the feveral powers with which Congrefs ought to be in- 
vefted, and of his*advice, to eftablith -a permanent credit, te 
form a continental patrimony for the United States, vefted in 
the 
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the Congrefs ; and to reftri&t the importation of foreign com- 


ities. 
pre the mifcellaneous notes, added to this work, we find 
one upon the fubject of Air-balloons, which contains the fol- 
lowing curious particulars from the Duc de Chaulnes : 

‘ The filling of balloons with inflammable air, proveced from the 
yitriolic acid, being very expenfive, Dr. Prieftley has juft difcovered 

a procefs, attended with little expence, and which refembles much 
that which is adopted by M. Lavoifier, to generate this air. The 
French chymift makes the fteam of boiling water pafs through the 
barrel of a gun, kept red-hot by burning coals. Inftead of the gun 
barrel, Dr. Prieftley ufes a tube of red-hot brafs, upon whith the 
fteam of water has no effect, and which he fills with the pieces of 
iron which are feparated in the boring of cannon. By this method 
he obtains an inflammable air, thie {pecific gravity of which is, to 
that of the common air, as 1 to 13. Dr. Prieftley, in a manner 
equally honourable and unufual, was candid enoiégh to metition 
what had been done before Him in France upon this fubjeét. 

‘ At length, M. Meunier, a young officer of much information, 
who has fucceeded M. d’Alembert, member of the Academy of 
Sciences, has jult publithed the moft learned, the moft ingenious, the 
cleareft, and. in a word, the moft important eflay upon the manner 
of raifing balloons, without the lofs of ballaft, or of inflammable 
air, the former of which it is impoffible, and the latter it is very dif- 
ficult, to fupply in the air. In his balloon, he inclofes a fmaller, 
filled with common air, which is of courfe compreffed by the dilata- 
tion of the inflammable air, in proportion as it rifes in Jaminz of 
air, which are becoming gradually lefs denfe than itfelf. This com- 
prefiion diminifhes the’quantity of atmofpheric air in the little bal- 
loon as it rifes, and cpa equently leffens its weight. If it be necef- 
fary to fupply this lofs, it is eafily done by a pair of bellows fixed in 
the gallery. At the conclufion of this ingenious contrivance, M. 
Meunier gives a table, calculated with much accuracy, of the diffe- 
rent degrees of the f{pecific gravity of the air, at the progreffive alti- 
tudes to which the lofs of equilibrium makes the balloon afcend. In 
teading this excellent.effay, we cannot but feel a {atisfaction in learn- 
ing, that M. Meunier is one of the commiffioners appointed by the 
Academy of Sciences at Paris, to improve the aéroftatic art; and at 
the fame time, we cannot obferve without regret, that the name of 
M. Meunier is fcarcely known in England. | 

“ There are, therefore, at prefent; two methods employed for 
tailing balloons: 

* One, by rarefying the air. This method diminifhes the weight 
only in the ratio of 2 to 1; and confequently requires a balloon of a 
much larger fize: but the rarefaétion of the air may be kept up by 
Materials of little expence, and readily procured. It is no difficult 
matter to avoid fetting the balloons, thus filled, on fire; an accident 
Which has too frequently happened. 

* The other method is by inflammable air, which is attended 
with great advantages. It has hitherto been very expenfive; but it 
will become much lefs fo, by - procefs of the iron chippings, and 
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the fteam of water, than by that of the vitriolic acid ; the material, 
are cheap, and furnifh a great quantity of air, in proportion to their 
weight.and to their bulk. The fize of the balloons therefore, and 
confequently the quantity of the expenfive materials of which they 
are made, is confiderably diminifhed: for the diminution of weight, 
obtained by rarefying the air, is only as 2 tor, and by the common 
gas, as 6 to; while in this procefs, it is declared by Dr. Prieftley, 
to be as 13 to 1: befides, by adopting, with Meff. Roberts, the cy. 
lindrical form by which the capacity of the machine is doubled, 
without increafing the refiftance, great advantages are gained, efpe- 
cially with refpect to the poffibility of directing it ; fo that it is pro. 
bable, that with balloons of 30 feet in height, by rs, or 19 in dia. 
meter, the fame weight can be raifed, as Meff. Roberts took up in 
their laft voyage. This weight is from about 800 to 1000 pounds, 
befides the weight of the globe itfelf. 

‘ We cannot ftate any facts fo fatisfa€tory as thefe, refpedcting the 
modes of direéting balloons. It is to be feared, that we fhall fora 
long time be impeded by the grand obftacle, the refiftance which the 
balloons experience. by reafon of their large furface. We have not 
in air as in watér, the refource of a fixed point of a€tion upon a fluid, 
which alfo has much more refiftance than air. It is therefore difficult 
in a long voyage, to rely upon the continued efforts of the fmall 
number of perfons the balloon can carry up; and the number of 
whom cannot be increafed, without increafing the bulk of the ma- 
chine. It is true that the refiftance of its furface, which is that of 
the great circle of the fphere, does not increafe in proportion to its 
folidity, and confequently not in proportion to the force required by 
its fize to fubdue the equilibrium. But we have as yet nothing fuf- 
ficiently accurate upon. this point, to induce us to add any confi- 
derable increafe to the bulk of the balloon, in the ratio of which 
bulk alone, more men might be carried up, or more mechanical 
means of overcoming the refiftance of a given current of air re- 
‘quired. 

“ It is, however, certain, from the obfervations already made, 
that at different heights, different currents of air exilt, and fome- 
times in Oppofite directions ; and upon this circumftance alone, is 
founded the only hope of directing thefe machines, that has yet pre- 
fented itfelf. Now, as we are at prefent able to afcend, or defcend, 
at pleafure, perhaps it may be found poffible to go in fearch of thefe 
Currents: perhaps too, an attention to the means by which birds fly 
againit the wind, added to obfervations of comparative anatomy upon 
hth and birds *, which furmount the currents of the two fluids that 
are common to us and them, may poflibly fuggeft new ideas with 
refpect to the direétion of aéroftatic machines. ~ 

* Time alone, and numerous experiments, can bring thefe reflec- 
tions to maturity, and realize thefe expectations. Experiments, 
therefore, cannot be too much encouraged, nor too frequently made.’ 

The fubjects of reprefentation, population, commerce, &c, 
are touched with a bold hand in the remainder of thefe notes: 





* M. Tenon has already given a learned effay upon this fubject, 
to the Academy of Sciences at Paris, 
but 
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but we will not attempt to fatisfy our Reader’s curiofity by far- 
ther extracts from a work,- which has fo many claims to an ea- 


tire and attentive perufal. E. 


a 





Aet. IV. A Letter to Theophilus Lindfey, A. M. Occafioned by his 
late Publication of, ‘* An hiftorical View of the State of the Uni- 
tarian Doétrine and Worthip.” By a Layman. 8vo. 2s. 6d. 
Payne. 1785. 

R. Lindfey here ftands indiGted of high crimes and mif- 
demeanors ; firft, Of devifing, writing, and publifhing, 

awork entitled, 42 bifforical View of the State of the Unitarian 
Doétrine and TVorfhip, a book deftructive of the peace and hap- 
pinefs of mankind, in their individual, focial, civil, and reli- 
gious capacity : fecondly, Of herein uttering /candalum magna- 
tum. againft the good name of feveral great men now deceafed : 
and thirdly, Of preaching Unitarian doGrine, in open defiance 
of the ftatute 8-g Will. III. c. 32. On the feveral articles of 
this indi€tment, we fhall hazard a few remarks, not, however, 
with the defign of prejudging a caufe, which is put to iflue be- 
fore the high court of the Pustic. : 

Our anoxymous Author, judging Unitarianifm to be a crime 
which requires ‘ bitter and lafting repentance,’ moft charitably 
laments, that after all that hath been written on the facred fub- 
jet of the Trinity by the wifeft and bef of men,’ (and particu- 
larly by W. Burgh, Efq. LL. D. created fuch by the Univerfity 
of Oxford, of which he was not a member) ‘ their pious and 
kind endeavours to warn Mr. Lindfey of the danger to which he 
expofes himfelf and others,’ have proved wholly ineffectual : 
and he moft devoutly prays or wifhes [for he would call ita 
prayer, but that he fears it would look like puritanical affecta- 
tion] that if by any means it fhall appear that Mr. L. has en- 
tertained opinions which fhall be found to leffen the original 
dignity of Chrift, he may fo atone for them by a {peedy and ef- 
fectual repentance—that he may have no reafon to tremble and 
be aftonifhed, at that dreadful hour—when Jefus whom he per- 
fecutes fhall appear again in glory.’ ‘ 

This opinion of the dangerous tendency of Unitarian prin- 
ciples has led our Author to draw a moft gloomy piure of the 
confequences of Mr. L.’s publication. Among other figures 
which fill up his group, are the following :—a poor man who, 
by reading this terrible book, has been ‘ thrown into inquietude 
of'mind, which increafes every day till he -finks into defpair, 
groans under a miferable exiftence, and ends his days in a con- 
dition too fhocking for defcription ;—another, neglecting his fa- 
mily, living in beggary, and dying in prifon ;—a third, reject- 
ing all religions, and all religious profeflions ; —half the families 
in the kingdom thrown into confufion ;—the bonds of fociety 
H 3 loofed ; 
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loofed ;—public difturbance and flaughter ;—and laftly, the fap. 
ping of the very foundations of religion.’—Who would fufpe@ 
—Wihout the gift of prophefy—that fo much mifchief would 
arife from the fimple narrative of the opinions of a few honeft 
men, who have happened, unfortunately, to get out of the 
track of popular fyftems. If fuch dreadful confequences are tg 
be expected from the hiftory of Unitarianifm, we would afk, 
how comes it to pafs, that Society ftill fubfifts, and that there 
is fome order, and perhaps too fome religion ftill left in the 
world, after the numerous volumes of herefy which have been 
poured forth ever fince the Reformation fo imprudently opened 
the door to free inquiry? Since the fa@ is, that this dreadful 
deftruction has not yet taken place, the probability feems to be, 
that the danger is not quite fo great as this good man appre. 
hends, and thatthe magiftrate may till permit Mr. L.’s hiftory 
to be advertifed and fold, without hazarding a general confufion 
and flaughter. 

The Author’s chief defign in this letter feems to have been to 
charge Mr. Lindfey with having injured the reputation of feveral 
eminent men, by claffing them among Unitarians. ‘The names 
of Dr. Clarke and Mr. Whitton he thinks unfairly introduced 
into this lift; but he fpends the force of his indignation on the 
injury which he afferts to have been offered to the character of 
Abraham Tucker, Efq; Author of The Light of Nature purfued, 
in calling him an Unitarian Chriftian. ‘This gives our Author 
as much furprife, and, as it fhould feem, .as much offence, as 
if Mr, Lindfey had called him a dilciple of Mahomet, or even a 
liar or a thief, 

To refute the imputation brought againft Mr. Tucker, ‘his 
friend, after telling Mr. L. (fomewhat angrily) that he might 
have been informed from Mr. Tucker’s family, that he lived 
and died a Trinitarian, proceeds to corroborate this evidence by 
many quotations from his writings. All thefe we have attentively 
confidered and campared ; but muft, notwithftanding, confefs, 
that it does not appear to us fo clear as it does to the Author 
‘except from the domeftic evidence before referred to), that Mr; 
‘Tucker was not, in Mr. L.’s fenfe of the term, a Unitarian. 
His doctrine is, that the divine attributes afcribed by Athana- 
fius to the perfone, muft be underftood of the Godhead; for 
they were ali the fame almighty, eternal, uncreated Being, aéting 
in feveral capacities;—that the manhood being taken into God, 
that is, God being pleafed perpetually to fupply what was waiit- 
ing in human nature, Jelus was united to the Son, which‘to- 

gether became one Chriit ;—that God united himfelf to one par- 
ticular man, {0 a8, to become the fame perfon with him from his 
birth ;:and, that it was the fame indivifible, almighty Being 
Who goveras all nature—-who took upon him our nature, by a 
“mon 
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nion with the foul and body of Jefus. The following paflage, 
our Author quotes at length, complaining that Mr. L. had bya 
Jittle dexterity and flight of hand rendered it perfectly Socinian : 
“© Yet I fuppofe they (the objectors) will allow God to have 
exifted from al] eternity ; and that he might from all eternity 
have defigned and laid out the plan he was to execute in time: 
fo the perfons might have been eternally diftin€ in the Lofom and 
counfels of God, who. contemplated the gracious and glorious 
purpotes be Jhould accomplifh in thofe three charaéiters: and this 
may ferve for an explanation of the text. Now, O Father, glo- 
rify me with thine own felf, with the glory which I had with 
thee before the world was !” 

It will, we apprehend, be manifefi to.any impartial reader, who 
will carefully compare thefe paflages, that Mr. Tucker’s dofrine 
is, that Jefus was at his birth ahuman being, or mere man, with 
whom it pleafed the One Almighty, Eternal Being to be in fome 
unknown manner united, by his conftant prefence and agency, in 
order to accomy7y11 the gracious defign of redeeming the human 
race; that what is commonly called the Second Perfon in the 
Trinity, is the Deity himfelf, acting in a particular character, as 
the Saviour of the world, through the inftrumentality of the man 
Jefus; and that the plan, having been from eternity laid in the 
Divine Mind, that he fhould aé& in three diftin@ charaers to- 
wards ma:kind, thefe three characters may be faid to have fub- 
fifted in the counfels of God from all eternity.— According to 
this doétrine (which we think to be.clearly Mr. ‘Tvucker’s), the 
Second and Third Perfone did not exift, except in the Divine 
counfels, till the Deity united -himfelf to the man Jefus, and 
fent down the Holy Ghot upon his Apoftles. Confequently 
there is no real difference between Mr. Tucker’s doctrine and 
that of the modern Socinians, or Unitarians; both equally de- 
nying the real pre-exiffence of Chrift, and both believing, on the 
fame ground and in the fame fenfe, that Jefus was Emanuel, God 
with us, and that the Divine Being, who was united to him, is 
to be worfhipped as the Redeemer and Saviour of the world. 

Qur Author, if he condefcends to read thefe. remarks, will 
here perhaps find occafion to repeat his pathetic exclamation— 
**.Down! down! Hyfteric paffion, down! thy elemen:’s below!” 
And we hope he will fo far fucceed, 2s to fupprefs his indigna- 
tion, whilft, we add, that from the enthufiaftic admiration which 
he exprefles. for the doétrine and memory of Mr. Tucker, till 

we-have fome domeffic evidence to the contrary, we muit. conclude 
that he alfo is—what he doubtlefs little fufpects himielf of being 
n Unitarian. | fits 
' “Tovthe third charge againft Mr, L. that he preaches Unita- 
rianifm in open defiance of the law, he might eafily reply, that 
Af,Mr, Tucker’s explanation of the doctrine of the Trinity be 
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that which is generally adopted, Mr. L. is a found Trinitarian, 
and only withes to free a very intelligible do€trine in which al] 
Chriftians are agreed, from certain obfcurities of language which 
the controverfies of the fchools have introduced. But fince it 
might poffibly happen that a court of fudicature might not adopt 
Mr. Tucker’s notion of the Trinity, Mr. Lindfey, with every 
confiftent friend of Chriftianity, muft wifh that the ftatute 
referred to above, and every other law which reftri@ts the free. 
dom of inquiry, were repealed, Till this comes to pafs, how. 
ever (and it muf? at length come to pafs), Mr. L. will doubtlefs 
perfevere in the ufe of that Jiberty, which the good fenfe and. : 
liberal fpirit of the times allow him. 

Nor can there be the flighteft ground for the apprehenfion of 
danger from fuch indulgence. Amongft rational beings, the 
free ufe of reafon can never be injurious ; amongft Chriflians 
and Proteftants, the free examination of the Scriptures can never 
be unbecoming. To human beings, knowledge is power and 
happinefs. The means of purfuing it ought therefore to be 
open, as the air we breathe. 

With the fulleft conviction of the truth and importance of 
thefe fentiments, we cannot but exprefs our aftonifhment at the 
inconfiftency of our Author, in profeffing, as he does, to make 
the Bible the only rule of his opinions, and applauding Mr, 
‘Tucker's attempts to reconcile the eftablifhed creed with reafon, 
and, at the fame time, condemning all endeavours to promote 
religious knowledge, which pafs beyond the line of received 
opinions, as daring and dangerqus innovations. We muft re- 
gard our Author’s apprehenfion, that, upon the abolition of 
human creeds, *¢ all rights, civil and religious, would be anni- 
hilated, anarchy would be triumphant, and property defences 
Jefs,” as in the higheft degree weak and vifionary. We cannot, 
without emotions which we will not degrade with the name of 
hyfteric paffion, hear it infinuated, that it is fufficient if men 
are allowed to think as they pleafe ; that it is matter of ]amenta- 
tion, that an Englifhman may fay what he pleafes at bis own 
table, and defy any human judicature to arraign him ; and that 
the time may came, when the wifeft heads in the nation fhall 
think it expedient to ‘* carry into ful] force and execution” the 
Jaws againft herefy. 

We earneftly with, and without’ fear of being charged with 
puritanical affectation we will add, we devoutly pray, that this 
enlightened and happy nation may never become fo degenerated, 
as to efteegy perfecytion wifdom, and ignorance a bleffing. 


ART. 
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Aart. V. Continuation of our Review of Mr. Huntingford’s Apology 
for bis Greek Monoftrophics: See Review for June. — 


CCE iterum Crifpinus !—Again Mr. Huntingford’s Apolovy de- 
E mands our attention, and we truit that it is not neceflary, after 
what was faid in our laft number, to apologize for the length of this 
Article. ‘To proceed then: , 

Ops XIX. V. 5. and V.6. are both altered. In V. 7. we ob- 
jected to the ufage of 2mo.ve, with the penultimate fhort in Jambie 
poetry *. Mr. H. produces five inftances, in order to defend his 
verfe,—but of thefe, the two from Homer, and the two from Me- 
Jeager, are nothing to the purpofe ; for we fpoke only of Jambi¢ 

oetry, and were well aware of the different laws obferved by the 
pic and Epigrammatic writers. One of thefe five pafiages, indeed, 
is from Sophocles, Trach. V. 382, who ends a line with SapvTee— 
But what does this prove? Why, by no means, that the ¥ in Opww 
is fort, but that the penultimate of the middle Imperfed of Arouwwus 
is fort, which is the cafe with the paflive and middle Prefents and 





: Imperfeéts of every verb in that termination. It is unneceffary to 


fill our pages with authorities. Thofe, who doubt, may eafily find 
examples, or confult the Grammarians f. 

Mr. H. informs us, in the Apology, of a circumftance refpeétin 
thefe Iambics, Ess Avbewror, which we muft confefs we did not aie 
cover. He fays, they ‘‘ are meant to be in Menander’s manner.” — 
This, at once, anfwers our objection, — for the Comic writers, as 
their verfes were /ermoni propriora, had their own peculiar rules of 
profody, which were unknown, in fome inftances, to the Tragic 
Mufe. ‘Thus, they fometimes made the penultimate of verbs in_ow 
fhort_.; as we find Owe, in Menander: O:x 3 Osuyey xav dinasws 
OMNYHE f, and in Antiphanes, ap. Stob. XXVII.: Asowew', orav 
Tis oprucvicc xcle@ewre Are we to pronounce thefe paflages corrupt, 
becaufe Mzris and Thomas Mag. affert that ouwus, and not oumwwy 
to belong to the Attics? 

-V.g. Correéted. The fame miftake of ufing ado for Virilis etas, 
occurs in Ode XV. 13.—though probably it may fignify /fortitudo, 
or vigor (as it is tranflated) in that paflage. In this verfe, and in 
V. 21, we omitted in our former remarks, that em for :», for «can 
never be admitted in Attic compofitions ; as has been juitly obferved 
by Dawes in his Mifc. Crit. and by Heath in his Notes on the Anti- 
gone of Sophocles. 

 V. 13. We objected to the pofition of A:, as the fourth word in 
the fentence. Mr. H. defends himfelf, and cites Hoogeveen, to 
whom we referred, obferving, that he sends as much to fupport the 
poftion of 3:, in this line, as to prove it improper.—The paflage in the 
Monoftrophics 1S —pacepeva Tlavw weteexiias AE taviv.—Hoogeveen 





wr > 


* Review of the Monoftrophics, Auguft 1783, p. 154. 

t Efpecially a note in Thomfon’s Apparatus ad linguam Grecam, 
Pp. 123. { This verfe is found in the Collections of Morelius 
and H. Stephens, but is omitted we think in thofe of Grotius and 
eicricos. We quoted it, in a note, in our Review of Glaffe’s Ca- 
sattacus, 


fays, 
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fays, that Ac follows the firft word, and fometimes the fecond, and 
efpecially when the fentence begins with Gv or Mn, ** fortefe ut ¢ 
compoftis. 2d: et yrds clarius diffingwatur,” or with an article, as Ty 
royor d, &C. in Plato; and that it is alfo ufed as the third word, xbi hac 
diflinGione * non opus eft, as flgo Te de cabew, in the Galatians He 
concludes with, ** Quinetiam quartum fortitur locum, quando po? » fe- 
quitur prepofitio cum fuo .afu, ut in Epi. Our D vp oO Tu swua.” 
tow this can defend Mr. H.’s fentence we do not readily conceive, 
as there is neither an O:, nor a My init, nor a prepofision cum fu 
cafe.—The paffage fhould have been corrected,—for Hoogeveen 
certainly does not vindicate it; nor can it be admitted, becaufe we 
find Es ws Sern O°, exota—in Philo&. 627, nor becaufe in the Aga. 
memnon of Efchylus, V. 1584, 3: appears pof tertiam wocem—for in 
the former iaftance, the pofition of a; is neceflary, in order to fepa- 
rate it from M3 and in the latter, as Schutz has rightly obferved 
in his new edition of Efchylus, Cum particule Oe Be iy hic locus fit, 
we ought to read y:, or rather y, with Pauw, which has been juftly 
referred to Canter’s zai, or x, 2ud will probably find its way into 
the text of Mr. Porfon. ' 

V.15. We objected to Teéa:, becaufe we did not remember tha 
any writer had ufed the verb in this mood and tenfe. We ftill be- 
lieve no inftance of it will be found; and, therefore, fhall think our 
objection unanfwered, until the word can be vindicated by producing 
fome good authority. Analogy, in this cafe, cannot be allowed. 

V. 19. and V, 28.-our propofed correétions are admitted in the 
Apology. V. 23. requires the cefural paufe. 

V. 26. We objected to awailug ndiwep omnixo Libenter, as waila; we 
fuppofed was not joined with other adverbs. Mr. H. attempts to 
defend himdelf by TUNG —GouE AY phe Type, from Il. §. 459> and by 
Tr AaVlac—sis (Ag Anbes-s from Ody. Te HI. in which he {ays m arlws is con- 
ftrued with ex and 2). This furely is no vindication, for raslus fhould 
rather be conilrued with the verbs zjalaar and ande;, and not with 
the adverbs ex and -j,—At any rate, however, an inftance of fome 
adverb, which is not a negative one, joined with zzlws, muft be pro- 
duced, before we can admit that wsJwe nde; is not defective, guoad 
Grecifii. 

V. 27. Mr. H. correés this line, in which & was made fhort be- 
fore Levene 3 but previous to making the alteration, as thefe lines are 
written in imitation of Menander, he withes to defend himfelf by 
Burgefs’s obfervation with refpe& ¢o the neglect of the power of S$ 
with another confonant, among the Latin Poets, ix Jcvriptis comicis, 
sifque qua Jfermoni proprisra Junt, in quibus taia Jeveriora negligi pof- 
Junt t.— How can this poffibly be admitted in vindication of Mr. 
H.’s verfe? Burgefs does not fpeak of the Greeé Comic writers,, but 
of the Latiz; nor does he {peak of the Greek double coufonants, Z, =; 
_¥, but of the power afligned to the Latia S, when it is united with 
» A ee oly 7m 

Ope XX. 16. We obferved, that Q-, for glu, joined with azimes 
and tranflated /a,.was wrong, for though we be intenfive, when 
joined to adverbs of the fuperlative degree, yet it did not in the fame 

* That is of a3: and & Ce, (eyor and [sn Oe > Dawes, Pp: 347° 
manner 
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r add to the fignification of poftive adverbs. Our remark may 


anne 
be confirmed by Hoogeveen’s * obfervation, who fays, after explain- 


ing very fully the u/us erilailsxos or intenfivus of we, guando premittitur 

vriativis, that the swilacis is paulo langurdior, quando pofitivo jungi- 
tur; for ws adndws in Plato, from whom Hoogeveen has quoiea three 
paflages, to which many more might be added, fignifies merely vere, 
and not #ta vere. In the fame way, Lucian ufes w with this adverb 
in his Nigrinus, ath Os orevilos wo aAnOwsy mrAsctON, pro paupere VERE divi- 
tem, and again in his Menippus et Tantalus, and in fome other places, 
With reafon, therefore, Devarius + fays: ws adverbiis prapofitum, 
meo quidem judicio non magis intenfivum eff, Guam wucernory ut cum dici- 
mus we arnbucy €f we cleewee This, indeed, feems to be the cafe in the 
paflages of Plato and Lucian, for Hefychius has explained .) by aay- 
Que. Thus “QE AKPIBQY, in Lucian’s Hermotimus, fignifies accu 
rat, though Reitzius tranflates it, guam accurate; and in Tw QE 
“ETEPQE cupGoilay aman, in Demoithenes’s Oration weps EreDavey we 
ing is merely fecus, as Taylor { has rendered it. In the Zumenides 
of Efchylus, V. 537, we find ws srvue:, which has been tranflated 

uam certifimé—but with bow much accuracy, Mr. Porfon will pro- 
bably inform us !—Mr, H. has correéted his verfe, but obferves, that 
Sophocles has in-the Trach, 1198. ‘QE apes ve wis Tv ATAN emiccee 
¢w, which Johnfon has tranflated: ** dd quid fidem hanc TAM 
ANXIE —, Q<, however, we believe, notwithfanding this 
yerfion, fhould be joined with apo 7, and not with ava For, 
wc mos 7+ fignifies nothing more than ws 7, or wpoc 7. In Bos we 
find: ** IIpeg reticetur poff w: cum accufativo, ut cum dicitur, ws ovmore 
‘Qs wey plent, we mpos ée.”? Thus in the Oreftes of Euripides, V. 794. 
‘Ns wh dn rede 3 Quare boc? and in the Phanife, V. 624. ‘Qt w 
srogess Todt 3 Quamobrem hoc me interrogas? (go; is underftood before 
ti In Sophocles the full fentence is given. On this fubject, the 
Reader may confult Zeunius’s note on Vigerus, p. 541. and with 
refpéét to another meaning of we aos, which occurs in Lucian, 
Fenfius in his Le@iones Lucianee@.—Mr. H.’s correction of war’ evxrsasy 
tor «ws aéiws, Merits Commendation. 

V. 21. Our propofed alteration in this verfe is rejected, becaufe 
moraa is the word ufed by Homer. In V. 12. of this Ode, fae cvatha 
rpavwcle TALS As Mr. H. had changed ye into OT > in his table of 
Corrigenda. He now fays, that *‘* authorities have fince occurred, 
which will juftify”’ yup* LE Sch. Perf. 597%. Dap dsoAwAsv bTHU50 Soph. 
Qed. Tyr. 1122. Tap wAaxes ceycowotcre— 10 thefe we may add athird : 
Oed. ‘Tyr. S17. Dauvege | Tay mcgoreo nabs xepee Yet itis ftil] our opi- 
nion, notwithftanding thefe inftances, to which others might be 
added, that the correttion fhould not have been difturbed. For even 
though To, might be allowed in ¢uitio versis, in the Choruffes, on 
the principle, on which Valckenaer feems to doubt about the 
fame pofition of A:, becaufe they were fung continuo duu; yet even 
this muft not be extended to the dialogue, nor to every fpecies of 
poetical compofition; and on no account can Ta: ftand at the begin- 
ning of a fentence—of which Mr. H. does not feem to have been 





© Page 1182. + Thus is-our idea of 3- with another adverb 
confirmed by this author, in his excellent little book de Particulis, 
Ed, Ultim. P. 368, t £d, Of. p. 347. 
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aware, when he retraéted his alteration. For in the fir quotation 
from the Tyrannus, 4 precedes yar, as in that from the Perfe, Sacirua 
does yap; but in the verfe of the Monoftrophics, Tas is not only 
the firft word of the verfe, but alfo of the fentence. Bentley was of 
Opinion, that yze could not be placed at the beginning of a verfe, as 
he has remarked in his Notes on Menander. ‘‘ 4 wocula illa y 

verfum inchoare, gualis eff inelegantia ? Vel unum ejufmedi ex omnibus 
Poetis da verfum, et viceris, p. 57.—and again, Tantumne virum a 
particula ye verfum inchoafe? Pudet fane et indignor, p. 118. and 
Quid profuit—jam dixiffe, a yxue et fimilibus » TOTCNT Wei MON poe verfum 
inchoari? p.128 and the fame remark occurs in the preceding page, 
Markland alfo fays in his Notes on Jphig. Taur. V. 452. Dubito de 
iffo Tag, initio versis. He then propofes a new arrangement of the 
lines, and adds: Hoc pa&o vitatur pofitio vocis yae, in initio versus, 
In one of the paffages in Oed. Tyran. Brunck has removed ya, from 
its ftation—the other, and that in the Per/e, which is alfo unnoticed 
by Schutz, he has neither correéted, nor mentioned jn his Notes. 

One XXI. ¥. 8. We objected to ‘0 xar as obfcure, becaufe xa’ §; 
or xabo fignifies guatenus, prout, quomodo, &c. which meaning it will 
sot bear, in Mr. H.’s verfe. A defence is attempted, by producing 
paflages from Homer in which xoje, joined to fubftantives is to be 
rendered per. But does this prove, that é xar, or xaf i, may be 
tranflated over, or on which? 4 fignifies gued, and xalo, per; but 
when joined together, xa’ 6 does not fignify per quod. This place 
feems to require correction, if it cannot be defended by an exprefs 
authority. 

V. wh The o in vo ufed fhort before T * was deemed wrong, 
Mr. H. endeavours to defend it, becaufe the fyllables are not con- 
nected in fcanning. We have already fhewn the impropriety of 
transferring Burgefs’s rule, from the Latin Poets to the Greek, 
V. 20. 1s very properly emended. 

Ove XXII. Apyrpovwy Os Eepénc. We remarked that A- muft be 
Jong before =, and Mr. H. informs us, that he meant to havea 
Spoudeys, in tertia fede. ‘To this pofition, as it is found in Ana- 
creon, we do not abject. It may be remarked, in this place, that 
Toup ¢ has given us, #0; AAI SANGEN, inftead of ws adrsabecy OF 
arabic, at the conclufion of an Hexameter, in a very celebrated 
Epigram t of Antipater, which has been quoted by Bentley and Weile- 
ling. Hence it fhould feem, that he did not think a vowel was al- 
ways and of neceflity long before =. This correétion has not been 
adopted by Brunck; who, indeed, very properly has publithed —2»; 
dt cunoacw TEX IW» inftead of EvpCaon, in the Phenif(:, V. 85.— 
VY. 26. A correction propofed. 





* In Theocr, Id. xy. 46. is—r. cor chywor yapaéar Dorville ob- 
ferved the error, and Lennep, ix Colufh. p. 62. offers—ticuos chyoci. 
Toup, in Suid. III. p. 102. reads Yriyiuci, which word he defends 
by axalogy alone ; and in his ddd. ad Theoc. p. 404.—r0 Toirs Ahyoscs 
xapatw. Brunck, in his duale@. gives—ro tw yt chyas—, and Valcke- 
naer propofes —rogows Ghyscs xapzaccww. Torois is the leétion of the 
Vatic. MS.—Of all thefe gesuptions, Toup’s firft is the only one, 
which does not make a Palimbacch. in quarta fede. Ergo aut meliores 
Codices, aut ingenia Jegasiora funt expefanda. ' 
~ $ En Suid. LI. 78, t Brunck’s Anal. I, 417. a 
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Ove XXIII. V. 1. 20. 29. 30. In all thefe lines we objected to the 
Amphimacer in prima fede, though there were fome inftances of it in 
Anacreon. ‘Thefe appear to Mr. H. a fufficient juftification of the 
ufage of this foot, in thefe verfes. We are forry that we cannot 
agree with our Author. We think the admiflion of this foot 
into modern dim. catal. Iambici hazardous at leaft, if not inde- 
fenfible. ‘The examples in Anacreon are not numerous—let us not, 
therefore, ccpy what he does not appear to have fully approved. 
Let us imitate the beauties of the antients, and incorporate them 
into our productions, with all the tafte which we poffefs, and all the 
vigour which we can fummon. But we ought furely to avoid, ftu- 
dioufly to avoid, their fingularities— for how can we expect to derive 
the {malleft portion of praife, when we adopt, what is difputable 


and difagreeable in our models? 
V. 7. 1s correéted. V. 22. and V. 28. are defended, becaufe 3: 


" and the laft fyllable of cia.a are not connected in fcanning, with the 


following Zwa and Sxe«vo;.—Surely they are connected, and & du, 
and yz cx:s form together the third foot of the Iambic verfe. But, 
at any rate, Mr. Burgefs’s rule will not apply to Greek poetry, as 
we have remarked more than once. Mr. H. might have pleaded 
much more ably for his verfes, if he had afferted, that he meant to 
have had a Spondeus in tertia fede. ‘This pofition we readily admit, 
but if the two feet-are intended for Jaméi, they certainly demand 
correction. 

Ove XXIV. 8. Mayix ar ala ra Lywduc. We objected to the 
Spondeus in the fecond Dipodia of the Anap. Paramiacus. Morell, 
whom we quoted, afferts, that it is inadmiflible. We added, that, 
though we believed AEfchylus had once or twice adopted fuch a po- 
fition, he was not to be copied by modern {cholars. Mr. H. de- 
fends his verfe, by citing three fimilar inftances from ichylus, 
Perf. go4. Sept. C. Th. 832, and Agam. 374, and four from a little 
fong of ‘Tyrtzus *, to which he adds from Hephetlio, Macme dap 
Odvecss bw F. 

Our remark was not haftily made. We allowed that Acfchylus 
might afford examples, but we then thought, and ftill think, that they 
fhould not be imitated. Dawes f laid it down as arule, that the 
catalectic fyllable of this verfe muft be preceded by an Anapett. 
Heath § obferves on this canon of Dawes: Legem hanc non femper 
apud Poetas noftros obfervatum deprehendo. Interdum enim Spondzo fub- 
jicitur fyllaba cataleGica, ut apud “Efchyl. Agam. V. 374. Suppl. 
V. 8. Soph. Oed: T. V.1334. Thefe are the few inftances which 
Heath obferved in the Tragedies ; and to thefe may be added V. 32. 
of the Perfe, ‘inert erailnp LwoQavns, in which the 0’ for re at the be- 
ginning should be thrown to the end of the preceding verfej{. In 
addition to thefe inftances, Mr. H. has produced from the Per/z, 
V. 904, which is by no means to be called an Anap. Paramiacus, 





 ——— 


* Brunck’s Analeét. I. p. 57. 1X. + Pauw’s Edit. p. 26. 


t P. 223. Mifeell. Crit. § Praf. ad Le&. VIII. 
|i Heath, in his note on this line, thinks fome name of four fyl- 


lables fhould be fubftituted for fwcfavn;, in order that an Anapeft 
might precede the catalectic fyllable. 
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for it does not conclude the fentence; and it occurs suter Moroypo@ing, 
Nor can we allow, that V. 832 of the Sept. Theb. has better claims 
to that title, though Avatraicos be written at the head of the Chorus, 
For whoever examines the lines minutely, will find, that they areto 
be numbered among the Asomala fyftemata, as Heath calls them*, 
who has thus deferibed the kind of verfes which, in thefe two in- 
ftances, is ftyled by ovr author Paramiacus: ‘* Verfus tales pro Pa- 
ramiacis genuinis haberi haudquaquum poffunt, Jed plerumque Spondaice 
potius aut DaGylica, funt hephthemimeres +.” On the prefent fubjea, 
the Reader may confult an excellent note of this €ritic; on the 8p. 
tem Theb. of ZEfchylus, V. 840. . 

The lines of Tyrteus are undoubtedly Da&ylict, and not Ana- 
pefiici; and in the verfe quoted from Hepheftio, D’Arnaud, in his 
notes on this author, rightly reads Odvacii Osiw; for Odvecs, which 
gives an Anapeft in the fecond Dipodia. $6 indeed it appears in , 
the Scholiaft on V. 598 of the Plutus, where this fragment of Cra- 
tinus is likewife preferved.—We wifh Mr. H. had corrected this 
“verfe, if it is to be called an nap. Param. For the parallel in- 
ftances in the oa are fo rare, that we ought rather ftudioufly 
to avoid this admiffion of the Spomdezs, than chufe it for a fubject.of 
imitation, ' 

V. 8. is correfted. V.14. After what has been fo lately written, 
it is fcafcely neceflary to obferve,; that we cannot approve of this 
verfe, in which a Spomdeus again appeats in the fecond Dipfodia 
of the Param. Anapafticus. V. 26. Aymns CapCagos Apxar. We re- 
marked, that, if the fecond fyllable of ayewn: were long, this vere 
was an Jonic. a min. with an Epitrit. prim. in the firft place; but 
that, if it were fhort, it muft be an Anap. dim. brachycat: Mr, H. 
now tells us, that he meant it for a Ver/us Param. with an Jambus in 
prima fede, like V, 544 of Soph. Oed. Colon. Avoawpse rexle™ ETANT We 

We have already infifted on the impoffibility of admitting an lam- 
éus at the beginning of an Anap. Param. and have affigned reafons 
why it feemed improper to confider this verfe as a portion of an 
Hexameter. It is unneceflary to repeat our arguments.: The line 
from Sophocles does not at all induc: us to change our opinion, as it 
fhould be numbered among the Acwagirics, and not among the Azap. 
Paremiaci, to which name it furely has no title. , 

Ove XXV. This Ode, of which we thought the allufion not ob- 
vious, is now explained. V. 2. Xepow wesere ayeou—Manibus dudd 
refte. We afked for information, with refpect to this verfe, and though 
we quoted Terence, Adelph. IV. 7. we wifhed for fome Greek au- 
thority for this ideas Mr. H. defends himfelf, by citing Horace, 
Livy, Terence, and Donatus, who compares the Reffim ducere of the 
Adelphi, with the xogdzy iaxve» t of Ariftophanes; and hence our 
Author concludes, that as the Latin play was borrowed from Me- 
nander, this idea and cuftom were of Greck original. How far the 
change of Tepap aya into xocday iAxve—and how-far this change is 
allowable, our learned Author will judge. The dance, however, 


———_ 





* Page ix. Pref. ad Leétiones. + Heath /oco citato. - 


_ 1 So it fhould be read, and not xopdaxa iAxe, as it correptly ftands 
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(elf, does not feem fuited to the charaéter of the Mafes, as it was 
ef a lafcivious kind ; and Mr. H. appears to have had doubts on 
this fubject, as he has propofed a correction, which, as it conveys a 
very different idea, we are inclined to prefer to the original verfe. 

The words xopday iiaAxvze, quoted by Donatus, are certainly taken 
from the Nubes of Ariftophanes, who alfo mentions this dance in other 

laces; and from the Scholiaft’s obfervation, in which itis faid, that 
this dance was peculiar to Comedy, we imagine, that in fome parti- 
evlars it refembled the modern Fandango. ‘Theophraftas* {peaks of 
the Kocdaé. The Commentators, in their Notes, have collected fe- 
yeral pafiages, in which the word occurs ; and: Newron cites.Con- 
fantine, who in his Lexicom obferves, that the reffim ducere of 
Terence, quoted by us, and by Mr. H. alludes to the dance of the 
Greeks. ‘Thofe who with to enquire minutely into the fubje& may 
confult, befides the authors already mentioned, Demotthenes, Olynth. 
II. Ulpian, Athenzus, p. 20, p. 629, and 630, Harpocratio, Hefy- 
chius, the Etymologift, Pollux, and their interpreters: the Scholiatt 
on Iliad m. 617, Cafaub. de Poef. Sat. Meurf. de Orchefti p. 38. 
Vofius de Nar. Art. lib. I. Ariftoxenus, in his booke Megs rayne 
orynorws, as quoted ¢ Lexico MSto. Coifliniano, ap. Montf. p, 610. and 
Mnefimachus, ew Iamore:Qus ap. Athen. ' 

V. 4. is corre€ted:' V.'18. We muft ftill obje& tothe harfhnefs 
of the Amphimacer #2 prima fede, in defiance of the produced autho- 
fities.” Vi. 20. Ayaba-~-7 aso. Hoc -ipfum bonum. T'evk, we ob- 
ferved, fhould be ric. Mr. H. attempts a‘defence; but, we be- 
lieve, that the inftances which hf>produces would be more to the 
purpofe, if rc alo could fignify any thing befides the fame. They 
do'not juftify his verfe, but feem rather to confirm our opinion. To 
avls is tranflated Hoc ip/um, which is the reafon of our withing to 
change it into tsk, though we are wel! aware that ro fignifies boc, 
and avlo if/jum. V.21. We cenfured Qirtos teyy.v as a Latinifm. 
Our reafons were affigned in our remarks on Ode XV.-ver. 16. and 
an exprefs authority can alone, ‘in our opinion, defend it againft this 
accufation. It is no more Greek, than :xrswas Ouvcpeevos Tny PUILN» in 
Epift. LXVI. of thofe attributed to Phalaris, on which Valckenaer, 
whofe memory the lovers.of Greek literature will ever cherifh, and 
whofe learning they will ever reverence, has the following remark: 
“ Phrafis eff Latina, non Greca. Virgiliana nota fant-—{ed famam 
extendere factis, Hoc virtutis opus. Swnt in Epiffolis permualta, -quae 
mibi perfwaferunt, earum feriptorem linguam Gracam non a matre, fede 
libris veterum didiciffe: quod de varia hiftoria fcriptore Aliana con- 
fiat; a quo, me quidem judice, due multum diverft funt, qui Jcripfere 
@¢ natura animalium, et libellum mirificum oc Vigwaa:, ex quo multe 
plira Suidas in Juam farraginem tranfcripfit, quant plerique viderunt +.”” 
Participles, we allow, fometimes do govern genitive cafes, and cx:sas 
fignifies extendere; and is followed by an accufative, and env run 
fignifies famam, but until Dirvos Tio ve'y and exrevzs trv Onur, Can be 

* De Amentia. + Praf in Phalarid. Edit. a Lennep. p. 18. 
We have copied this acute note, for the fake of thofe Readers, who 
are not in-poffeffion of this edition of Phalaris, and of Bentley’s An- 


fwer to Boyle, tranflated into Latin. 
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roduced from fome very refpectable Greek author, we mu perf 
in condemning them both, and in afferting, that the charge of La. 
tinity is too well founded in both inftances, to give way to analogy, 

V. 22. We objected to the ufage of irsgo: for aArocy On the autho. 
rity of Ammonius, though we allowed, that it might be defended 
by Callimachus. This diftinétion has alfo been pointed out by Tho- 
mas Magifter, Suidas, by the Scholiaft on Demofthenes in Arifto. 
crat.* by D’Orville in his Critica Vannus, and, among others, by 
Mofchopulus in Ovopzluw Atunwy EvdDroynys publifhed by Vatcofan 1 32, 
with Thom. Mag. Phrynichus, &c. where according to the Cod, 
MS. Barocc, CXIX. 4to. we ought to read, Aaros xas clegas dvadeges, 
AaAAos pore ems WAsiOMMY Acvyelats iTepos de exe dvoe Inthe printed copy, it 
is much abridged. ‘The Attic writers, however, do not adhere very 
clofely to the diltin&tion, laid down by the Grammarians, between 
araroc and érsgog. ‘The Scholiaft in Pac. Arift. 11. fays, ‘Os Atieeos xcs 
8% TOAAR Asyeos iTegary nperss de ews d:viegas frowns. Oaws de” % aeates 
THENIAEYN Es TE TB leew xO AAY dvaDoga mae Athixote Bx EC live. The truth 
of this ob{ervation might eafily be proved, by citing examples from 
Plato, Elian, Var. Hif?. 12. 3. 22. 44. Plutarch, Lacon. Apopheb. 
Vol. VI. 898. Ed. Reif. The Reader will alfo find thefe words 
confounded, in Xenophon Ephefac. in Achilles Tatius, in St. Luke, 
in Theocritus, and, as was remarked in our Review of the Mono. 
ftrophics, in Callimachus; and he may confult alfo, om this fubjea, 
Hefychius. V. ‘Erzgor. Mifcell. Obferv. Vil. 2. 298. and Schroe- 
der in his Notes on Mufeus, p. 151. Photius, in Lexic. MSto. fays, 
“Eregoce Digexpalne ems Toarwre TO thefe may be added, Euripid. Phen, 
838. Erotian, V. aaac, and Phavorinus. , ' 

Yet ftill we think, that Mr. H. thewed his judgment, in pro- 
poling an alteration. For though the Attic writers ¢ indulged them- 
elves in this indifcriminate ufage of the two words, yet this is not 
the cafe with Anacreon, whofe meafure Mr. H. adopts, in the paf- 
fage before us. The diftinction is alfo preferved by Homer, and 
by many other excellent writers, and by feveral, gui Attica ufi-funt 
diale@o. 

Ove XXVI. ver. 3. Our objection to raed, is fully anfwered by 
a paflage from Menander. V. 4. We ftill obje@ to dercwus for derocurn, 
as we recollect no authority for it, and Mr. H. has produced none. 
The Latins, it may be oblerved, ufe Libertus for a particular perfon’s 
freedman, but Libertinus, for any flave now made free.— Our iemark 
ON dvrcwua feems to be confirmed by the conclufion of Mr. H.’s reply, 
as tixynua, if we are not miftaken, fignifies a particular inftance of in- 
vention ; and in Sophocles’s Philoét. 923. waweyias texrnna, ascited by 
Mr. H. does not mean an artifex afutie in general, but only in the 
particular inftance in which Philoftetes was concerned. We with that 
this verfe had been correéted. 


Ver. 7. and ver. 15. Emendations are propofed. V.18. The in- 


Geeees 








* Edit. Paris, p. 414. This fcholiam is, we think, omitted in Reifke’s 
edition of the Greek Orators. See alfo Heinfius’s note on the Scholiaf 
on Theocr. VII. 36. + Ex abfurda Atticorum elegantia, on 
another occafion, fays Thirlby in a note on Juftin Martyr, in which 
he attacks Bentley, p. 18, 
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tances of a Spomdceus in the fecond dipodia of the Dim. Cataleét. Anap- 
Param, are {o rare, that we think Mr. H. fhould have correéted this 
yerfe. The verfes from Tyrteus and Hepheftio, we have already 
roved to be of no avail, in the prefent cafe; and of Mr. H.’s three 
citations from Efchylus, only one ought to be allowed: we have alfo 
contributed another example, and Heath only two more. We 
cannot, therefore, advife, or commend the imitation of a metrical 
licence, which can be paralleled by four werfes alone, efpecially while 
the contrary polition is fo common, and fo univerfally adopted. __ 

V. 32. We obje&ted to Xexoioc, as an improper epithet for Arifti- 
des. Mr. H. defends it, and obferves, ‘‘ It fo happens, that So- 
phocles very frequently adopts this word ;” and then he produces 
feveral inftances, but not one in which Xexclos feems to be ufed, as 
we fhould underftand it, when applied to Aristripes.—It was, in- 
deed, unneceflary for Mr. H. to prove that Xgxoio; may be employed, 
generally, in the fignification of good, or true, or virtuous, OF in Op- 

ofition tO aioxeo¢ OF wwneoce——In this cafe, who could for a moment 
doubt ?—But we are of opinion, that neither zyx(o-, nor xaA«, though 
they. both fignify good, would have been epithets fuficiently charac- 
teriftic for Ariftides, any more than yonroc. Asasccy and Arxasog 
above all other adjectives, feems to us the proper word. 

V. 33. This line fhould have been explained. V. 36. Mariowtles 
fiill difpleafes us, though Mr. H. fays the line, in which it flands, 
is part of an Hexameter. The reft of the Ode does not appear to be 
written in the Jonic diale&; fo that even if we admit this verfe to be 
a Da&ylic, we know no reafon for changing the dialeét fo {uddenly, 


- andwe fhould have been better fatisfied, if it had been altered, 


If the verfe is to be confidered as an Anap. Param. like the line 
cited from Hepheitio—we peremptorily pronounce it to be wrong! 
What inftances can be found of fuch Ionicifms in the Tragic Ana- 
peltics?—and thefe we ought to follow, and not detached lines, pre- 
duced by the Grammarians, of which many are their own compofi- 
tion:—Nothing, indeed, but an individual authority for the very 
word in the fame ‘pecies of verfe can defend Mr. H.’s line, if he 
gives it this title; for we fhould not feel quite fatished, even if he 
could produce another participle of the fame form, from the Ana- 
peftic fyftems in the Tragedies. , 

V. 41. Our remark on this paflage totally unnoticed.—V. 44. 
Ey Tiwass eryoucy aptlic iconz. We doubted about the meafure of this 
verfe. Mr. H. afferts it to be a Pentam. Catal. in Diffyl. vocat. Sim- 
mition, with the final fyllable of «you: long by the figure, called by 
Grammarians, cc/ura.—We fhould like the line better, if the in- 
tervention of the particle y had lengthened ye» by pofition—and 
elpecially as it would by mo means have been fuperfluous; for 
we doubt very much whether the ce/ura is admiflible ix Dadylicis 
Hexamerro brevioribus. Heath * could find no example of fuch 
alicence in the Tragedies; and we are fure that Mr. H.’s good 
fenfe will not allow him to multiply fuch inftances, even if he does 
hot admit our emendation. 


== 





* Praf. in Le@ion. p. ix. 
Rev, Aug. 1785. I Ve 53s 
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V. 53+ Aaxoun Cirv. Verfus Adcnicus, in which we obferved tha 
A was long before z. Mr. H. becaufe Aaxeve completes a foot be. 
fore ZyA", again appeals to Burge(ls’s rule about the fhort vowel az 
the end of a foot before an inceptive S and another confonant, in 
Latin Poetry. He alfo refers to his former obfervations about z, 
and then fays: ‘* Left there thould be any doubt of the propriety of 
ufing a vowel fhort before ¢, occafonally at lealt, a paflage in So. 
phagies fhall be produced ° Ices TviLy MIWA, ELIE eols Cus Phil. 21.” 

The impropriety of applying Burgefs’s rule to Greek poetry has 
been reveatedly obferved, and Mr. H1.’s arguments and examples, 
with refpeét co fhort vowels before 7, have been already examined, 
On thefe then it is not neceflary to enlarge. Bue what are we to 
think of —sureo cos Za, at the end of a Tragic Iambic? - Spendeus ix 
fexto loco! —Delphinus in fylvis' — But fo it ands in Johnfon’s edi- 
tion, and fo Morell has publithed it! In the latter we find Aliter 
tu» Marg which is the reading of the Brubrachian and older copies, 
Gedeline, who gives Gu», obferves, ‘* Ald. habet cuv.—Turneb. Wit. 
teh. et Brub. utraque zuv, a owe, incolumis; melius, ut equidem credo, 
minu/que durum, quam Lav AS tO Zur, it IS undoubtedly wrong— 

eccat cnim tum in metrum, tum in Gracifmum. Sophocles affords no 
jultance of a vowel being fhort before z; and Zw:, we believe, ia 
not be found in any good author, applied to water.—Who hall 
attempt to defend it by the fumen vivum of Virgil?—How far 
Ye» is the right word, we fhall not pretend to determine. Ir is ufed 
by Sophocles, indeed, in the Oed. Col. 1273. Sv 3: Suv wb’, cx oe 
yas tH; owl Oewi. — But this isin che common fenfe of /a/vu;, which is 
given to the word by Hefychius, and occurs every where. It ig ap- 
plied to things auithout life by Demofthenes, who has suieza cwa *.— 
Tut we muit leave this point to be examined by fome future anno- 
tator on Sophocles. Brunck’s edition will probably not be much 
longer delayed, and one of our firf fcholars has employed his atten- 
tion on this author,—One or both of them may poflibly relieve our 
doubts about this word ; but, at any rate, we think they muft concur 
with us in the expulfion of é.», from the text. 

V. 55. We objected to @xxviid with the fecond: fyllable fhert, a3 
contrary to analogy and authority, and referred to Dawes, who had 
made the fame remark, in his Notes on Thomas Bentley’s + Preface 
to an edition of Callimachus and fome pieces from other authors. 
This obfervation Mr. H. endeavours to refute, and aflerts that the 
ipfe dixit of Dawes muft give place to two poetical authorities. He 
then cites two Epi.rams from Brunck, Anal. III. p. 265, and p. 
125 [.—We are forry Mr. H. is not inclined to think more highly 
of Dawes. For though we feel very indignant at the harfh manner 
in which he has treated Bentley, yet we cannot deny, but that he 
pofleiled great acutenefs, and no common fhare of learning. In 
this inftance, however, he does not give us his mere ipfe dixit, but 
produces three paflages from Arifiophanes, in which @uxudidz¢ occurs, 





a» 


* In his Oration WEL clePzve tue Thinrnoyecst « H. Stephens quotes 
from him tie cur, but does net marl: the place, in his Thefaurus, 

+ A nephew, we think, of the great Dr, Richard Bentley. 

t Other examples occur In the Epigrams. 
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ithe end 0: 2 a5 
gpigrammatifts.—Bue as the firft fyllable of xvdo¢ is Jong, it mutt 
}] the derivatives. —The yerfe in the Monoftro- 


voain long in a } ‘ . , 
ics fidwld have been corrected —for Mr. H. might have reafoned 





spat Owere, In the Epigrams, as Barnes and Burman have done 
shout Euripides, with the antepenhultimate fhort at the end of a 
entameter, iz Authel. Lat. ‘1. 209. The Romans, indeed, did not 
dange the quantity of the Greek names. Thus we find in a Latin 
Epigram of Seazon’s, on Caius fnnius, alcribed to Virgil, Thucydides 
yrennus Attica febris. 

“V, 64. is corrected. V.74. Voy te de psrrouer Odie. Mr. H. dee 
feds the metre cf this line, about which we doubted, by citing 
eleven verfes, which we fhall examine. ‘The First, from the Trach. 
Y, 1022, cannot be admitted in vindication of Mr. H. for fufficient 
reafons, which may be found in Heath’s remarks on Sophocles, 
p.73, who obferves thiat this and the foliowing line ought to confti- 
wie only Cne verfe, Pal: ws eae cy » TtaopOY EUiaT ho. and that te’, at 
tie beginning of the firk word, coalefce per /yxixefn. But let the 
Reader Confult the Note.—The seconp allo; trom Oedip. Col. 562, 
smot an inftance in poiat; for the ‘oO belongs to the preceding line, 
which is a Periodus, and then the rematning, Mixed! eyw tadimayeioe 18 
ada%jl. trim. as Heath has rightly obferved.—The tTHirp, from 
Efchy!. Suppl. g63. does not apply in the prefent cafe, for it begins 
with along fyllable, and is a dimet. Anap. Catal. Adw ail ayxbey 
aysboe Bveug—in which verfe, we fhould probably read: ayabsszs 


? 
> 


Gos, AS Bovw 1s One Of the few verbs inex, which are ufed in the, 


Tragedies, with the penultimate fhort, as appears from Scphocles, 
Fleétr. 424. Braciev Space Garr.v—Oed. Col. 16.—w- CTEM OC Kby B;vare 
Euripides in Trag. Inc. ap. Suid. 1M Evsridsoy fxece AAReY seece caviog 
dxow Cry». The four next, which are from Dionyfius’s Hymn to Apolio, 
ae Dafylics, with a long fyllable at the beginning ; as are two of the 
three following authorities from Mefomeces. One of them, indeed, 
and it is only one of the eleven, Ajery rerncitleo , ouSrsmor, Certataly 
julifes Mr. H.’s line, which is a Da@y/ic, beginning with a thort 
fillable. Our Author then adds: ‘* After thefe examples, Masters 
did not fear to write, H ey opacc Sdorop Duper, like to which is, Iw os ds 
Mihcwer Oviece No appeal to Matters, or any modern Greek poet, 
swe have frequently obferved, can be allowed. But in this cafe, 
itcan furely be of no avail ; for as » »y coalefce into one fyllable, as 
We proved that they muft co, in a former Review *, the verfe from 
te Ode on the crucifixion is a complete srimeter da@ylicus ; but that 
m the Monoftrophics is a trimeter daétyl. with a fhort fyllable ix 
tio, like the line from Mefomedes. If 1 be confidered as a mo- 
tofyllable, which Terentianus Maurus, Dawes, and Heath affert it 
may be, we will then admit, that H 2x cpzx:, &c. and iwi 3, &C 
perfetly correfpond with each other in metre. But we cannot fup- 
pole, that this pronunciation of Iwi« like an Englith Y +, oras if it 


ee ee 





* Monthly Review for May, 1785, p 361. + Iw hic pro 
ena tantum fyllaba habenda eft, et ficut noftratium Y@ pronuncianda, 


Heath in Perf. 954. Confer etiam Dawes," p, zgi. 
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of an Iambic verfe—and thefe might overturn a hot of 
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were written Gista*, was intended by Mr. H.—as, in that cafe, nog 
ove of all the eleven citations would have vindicated his verfe in thg 
{malleft degree. f ; 

V. 78. is correfted. V. 84. We do not object to the infertion of 
ye, in order to complete the defeclive meafure of this verfe, but we 
acain aflert, that an inceptive y cannot poflibly lengthen a preced. 
ing fhort vowel. On this fubject our Readers may confult the fir 
part of this article. V.86. We expreffed a with that Max:duy had 
not been ufed without é, or axe, for Philip. Mr. H. defends him. 
{elf by 2 quotation from Demolthenes ; and according to his own 
explanation of his verfe, the fingle word appears to be fufficient. 
We do not know, however, whether the infertion of é or ase would 
not have given force to the paflage. 

Onz XXVIIL. Our remark on V. 4. and V. 12. unnoticed ¢. V.g, 
Ey oyvAn on xevosx——We did not like rz for ravir, though we had ob. 
ferved, in a former part of the article, that 6 was ufed for dru 
in Attic writers. Mr. H. defends it by V. 1049, of the Tyrau.—rw 
ac ev xeon. We cannot approve of it, and would wifh modern writers 
of Greek, efpecially in /bort compofitions, ftudioufly to avoid every 
licence, every unufual form of expreffion, and every rare word. 
Thofe, which occur the moft frequently, were undoubtedly fuch as 
the ancients themfelves #0f approved. ‘To the ufe of thefe we 
fhould ttedfaftly adhere.—In this verfe alfo we obje&ted to yevera, as 
a tri/yllable, in Iambic poetry ; and quoted, in fupport of our cen- 
fure, Mceris, Phrynichus, and Bentley, who pronounced, that fome 
verfes attributed to Sophocles, could not have been the produétion 
of an Attic writer, becaule yarxewr, and moar occurred in them f. 
They all fay, Xevow; and xeUcN ATTIKQS—and that NOU, KEvc oy 
xara, &c. belong to the Ionic or HELLENIc writers. The fame 
obfervation occurs in Thomas Magifter, and Yoannes Grammaticus, 
in the Hortus Adonidis of Aldus, p. 238. 240. 241.—Yet, in defi- 
ance of all thefe authorities, we are inclined to withdraw our re- 
mark ;—for it is certain, that xyucca, as well as xouer, is ufed by the 
Attic dramatic writers. 

Mr. H. defends himfelf by —su Te HXevcewy Araxcla [AT AWYy from 
Soph. Trach. 1115. XPYZEQN occurs alfo in the the Eleér. of 





* So Taylor writes it in his MSS. and inedited notes on the paflage 
of Terentianus Maurus, cited by Dawes. ¢ The fame remark 
re[peCting the deficiency of the cefural paufe may be applied to ver. 11. 

} Epitt. ad Mill. in Malel. In our Review of the Monoftrophics, 
we obferved that woaaw was to be found in the Antigone, ver, 86. 
Since that time, a learned friend has propofed to obviate the objec- 
tion, by reading wzarc. But what are we to fay of xzaxecr, in an 
Tambic, in the Cyclops, ver. 391. An /atyricis major licentia ?—Gro- 
tius, it may be remarked, in a fragment from the Divites of Anti- 
phanes, cited by Atheneus, VIII. p. 342. gives d: xeveos for 3 exewo'y 
which cannot, at any rate, be tolerated in Comedy, nor, indeed, do 
we fuppole that it is to be found in the Tragedies. —Koppiers in his 
Obferv, Philol. p. §3. remarks on the paflare, Lonica, neveos, adcrQ:0's 
aut fimnilia, ab Attico, in theatro prolata, dode aures re/puiffent. He 
then corre¢ts the line by reading EXELVGSS® -) 

Eurip. 
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‘y, V. 54. and in a fragment of Menander, «x rz Arcs. ap. Cleric. 
Borip . but in Atheneus, p. 486, the word is y2ucix:, as Bentley has 
2. poche ear He correéted it into y-rc#, and obferved that, 
alto § — Jonicum eft, neque in Attica comadia flare potef?. In this our 
et Critic feems right; for whatever liberties of this nature the 
Tragic writers might have affumed, they feem, in a great meafure, 
to have been avoided by the Comic, as was mentioned by us in the 
former part of this article. XPYELAIZ may alfo be found in Eiedr. 
furip. 317, and XPYEEAE in the Hippol. 82, and in a fine frag- 
ment of Euripides’s Eredtheus, V. 51. ap. Plutarch, F Lycurg. in 
Leocrat. *—-It may, however, be doubted, whether NLVTiw:y Nevceas:y 
and ypuceas Will defend xerox, in the dative fing. —for it may, per- 
haps not unjuftly, be deemed hazardous to admit, that the Ionic 
form may be extended to every ca/e and number of a neun, or to every 
mood and tenfe of a verb, becaufe it occurs in /cme few cafes, or 
venfes:—we fhall, therefore, eftablifh Mr. H.’s yevcex by an ex- 
ample, which will remove all controverfy :—Haios anoyo» XPYEEA 
Parra Grove This verfe is from the Phaethon of Euripides, and is 
referved by Strabo, and Diogenes Laertius. 

We cannot agree with Mr. H. in allowing, that his yevora2 can be 
juftified by xevcex t in a choral verfe of Oed. Col. 1105, or by in- 
tances from Sappho and Anacreon, or by Bifhop Lowth’s general 
remark on the poetical licences of all nations.—We muft-again re- 
mark, that the forms admitted by the Tragic writers into their Dori¢ 
Chorufes, can never vindicate liberties in Attic Jaméics.—Much lefs 
can the authority of Anacreon, who wrote in the Jonic diale&t, and in 
a diferent kind of Jambic verfe, or of Sappho, who employed the 
Dorie dialeé&t in her compofitions, and whofe metre was alfo different, 
be allowed the {malleft weight in the prefent cafe. 

With refpeét to the admiflion of Ionicifms and Doricifms into Iam- 
bic poetry, we have already obferved, that a modern fhould never 
venture to do it, except 2 the very identical words, in which the an- 
tients have fet theexample. Thus x-vcra may be allowed, becaufe 
that very word, in the fame number and cafe, has been ufed by Eu- 
ripides. But the mingling of dialeéts, unlefs in thefe inftances, is 
licentious in a high degree, and an unpardonable liberty. One of 
the chief excellencies of the author who attempts Greek compofi- 
tions in thefe days, muft neceffarily be chaffene/s and corre&ne/s:— 
fo that, even where authorities caz be produced for metrical liberties, 
variations of dialeét, and unufual words or phrafes, we would ad- 
vife all modern writers to practife the greateft caution in the ufage 
of thefe irregularities. 

To the names of Valckenaer, Markland, and Brunck, who, as 
hath been already mentioned, have taken notice of this mixture of 
dialefts—may be added thofe of Burgefs, and Pierfon, who have 
both touched on the fubje&t:—the latter in his notes on Marris, 


— 





* Inter frag. nenta Mufgravii, p. 561. 
+ Xpveeoe occurs in the Chorufles of Euripides and of Sophocles re- 
peatedly in all jrs cafes. 
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P- 349: and the former in his remarks on Ocdip. Colon. ver. gio ®, 
That this admiffion of Ionicifms and Doricifms appears in the Trage. 
dies, who fhall deny ?— But we are firmly perfuaded that it thould be 
reftrained in the writings of an imigator of the ancients, by the rules 
which have juft been {pecified.—Mr. H. defends the close of this 
Ode, from Sophocles, as being written ex Greco more. 

Ope XXIX. ver. 13. We difapproved of zx; for ravine. Mr. H, 
afferts it to be ftriétly Sophoclean.—As this poem confifts wholly of 
Hexameters, it would have been more to the purpofe to have proved 
it ftrictly Homerean. Buteven then, we fhould have thought it * ¢ 
pradice more honoured in the breach than the obfervance.” Thefe 
liberties, for fuch they certainly are, ill become the Grecian bards 
of modern times. V. 24. is corrected. 

In our general remarks on this Ode, we obferved that Sophocles 
conftantly imitated Homer+. On which Mr. H. takes an oppor. 
tunity of entering into the difcuffion of a point of fome importance, 
which is the authenticity of Homer’s poems. In thefe remarks the 
Reader will find both tafte and learning. | 

Ove XXX. ver. 5. We objected to ray: for zyx, 1n Iambic poe. 
try. Mr. H. defends it by citing —TEIXEQN sow (leg. tou) purer, 
from Eurip. Sxfp/. 723. But, in our opinion, this will by no means 
vindicate it. —Beden, we think, occurs fomewhere in Efchylus for 
Bofx, but we can recolleé& no cther inftance, where the uncontrafted 
form of a neuter plural of thefirit declenfion, is ufed in the nomina- 
tive or accufative cafe, in the Iambic verfes of the Tragedies. In 
the genitive plural, however, they are very common. This very 
tixsor, Occurs in Oreft. 256. Phan. 275. 737. Elecir. gz. Tevysun 
Phorn. 134. 464. 617. Xevsew:. EB. Elect. 54. X2?xuvx Fragm. So- 





* Part of this note we mult tranfcribe: ** Hic promifcuus nec tamen 
ubigue neque omni de causa adhbibitus, dialectoruns ujus, non ita admira- 
bilis foriafe videri debet, quum Altici fibi Jumerent, cateris non con- 
cefum Grecis. Os par Endvscc (inguit Civis Atticus, Xenophon, a Pier- 
sono Jaudatus),—v0ve UarrAoy Kab Gorn Kos OMaNT » KGS CM ipAate yew Tas" 
AGnrrsos di wexparriaern es amarvtuv Tov LAAvvwy 206 Cutisarers Hac autem fatis 

mple funt, cpinor, aucloritates, que deterrcant Atticcrum poctarum 
editores, guo minus alienas diale@os S in primis lonicam, temeré gi- 
¢tant.’—Xenophon, it may be remarked, in the above quotation 
feems to {peak not of the Attic writers, but of the ccmmon colloquial 
danguege of the Athenians, which, for obvious reafons, we may rea- 
dily believe to be fuch as this Civis Atticus has defcribed it. . This 
mixture of the dialeéts was probably more frequent in {peaking, than 
it appears to haye been in writing. 7 | 

t Sophocles was eminently called ¢@.rcungoce Henry Stephens has 
Jeft a very fenfible diflertation, guome.ta Dircunpoc, Wut Oprce Cnrolucy 
fuerit ipfe Sophocles. We cannot but remark, however, that Stephens 
has not once mentioned the promifcuous ufe of the dialeéts. ‘Sen- 
fible, indeed, he muft have been that fuch a mixture could not be 
found in Sophocles, and that /uch a fimilarity was by no means ne- 
cefiary to conititute an imitator of Homer. This treatife of the 
Jearned Lexicographer is affixed to his notes gn Sophocles and Euri- 
pides. 8vo. 1568. :-* 7 
oni | phoc. 
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phoc. ap. Mal. p. 47+ Orstwre Orelt. 404. Adryzur Oreft. 62. Fur- 
ther examples are unneceflary—but we would advife the correction 
of this verfe, unlefs an authority for the very word reasex, in the 
fame number, gender, and cafe, can be produced from the Tra- 
S. 

Kn | We difliked wus with the penultimate fhort, and obferved, 
that the generality of the verbs in v., had the v long, apud Atticos, In 
our Review of Glaffe’s Caractacus, indeed, we excepted more parti- 
cularly Karw, and have already obferved in our notes on Ode XIX. 
ver. 7. that in Menander and Antiphanes, Ouse, If the paflages do not 
require correction, is ufed with v fhort.—Mr. H. jays he is juflihed 
in his ufage of wns: by the following good authorities.——Arupirloe 
Soph. Trach. 381. This word, however, does not come from Atou- 
wer» DUE Avwouus, and it is well known, that the penultimate of the 
Pref. and Imp. pa//. of verbs in vu, is invariably fhort.—Kaver Soph. 
Trach. 759. ‘The penultimate of this verb is always thort. As.rrvaate 
Trach. 106g. Ogwias. Oed. Col. 1385. Aaxiviw. Oed. Col. 1601. They 
all come from verbs in vus, and not in vw, and therefore do not, in the 
fnalleft degree, vindicate our Author. The lailis aan’ a! wyehev aya s; 
ounce Efch. Suppl. 973. ‘This line, which is an duzap. dim. acatal, 
in its prefent form can only be confidered, as tending to fubvert 
Mr. H.’s arguments, as Bevo mult be a Spondeus, which 1s very com- 
mon in this part of the verfe. We think, however, as hath been al- 
ready obferved, in the courfe of this article, that the true reading is 
eyducs evoc, as the penultimate of 32ve is ufed fhort, in the Oecd, 
Col. 16. Ele@r. Soph. 424, and by Eurip. ap. Suid. V. trysve erace— 
But whether our correction be requifite, or not, the line in the Mono- 
ftrophics fhould certainly have been altered; for Sophocles in Oed. 
Colom. 1184. informs us clearly, that the vy in M:s:w fhould be long: 
Evpniv cya tw Awyw MHNYETAI “, 

V.13. Our remark that recos, ocean, &¢c. feemed more in the 
ftyle of Epic than of Iambic poetry, is not noticed in the Apology. 
Bentley has made the fame remark on a fragment of Menander, in 
his Notes on that author. With refpect to Comedy, we thall not de- 
termine; but Mr. H. feems vindicated by Ove: yao xravoar vaca 
Tocord 5 bzcv wos Oryuoe vduvzy Pree, in the Eleétra of Sophocles, ver. 257. 

V. 15. We objected to Acxevese with the fecond fhort, and ob- 
ferved, that we recolleéted no authority for Avocy.—Mr. H. fays, 
the examples cited in the defence of V. 7. may prove the penulti- 
mate of verbs in vw to be common, and fo defend dxxeduc, and that 
the Aves ¢ Of Plato might juftify Ayasvc. He ther judicioufly propofes 
a correction. For without entering into an examination of his adjec- 
tive, we affert, that no azalogy can vindicate the ulage of Azxevs, with 
the » fhort, in Iambic poetry, while the examples produced from the 
Tragic writers, in the Review of the Monoftrophics, prove that they 
ufeit long. As for the citations, in the remark on V.7. we have 
already proved that they are nothing to the purpofe. : 

We have often had occafion to aflert, that in the Tragedies the 
penultimate of verbs in vw was generally made long. As Mr. H, 





* In the Hymn to Mercury, attributed to Homer, the penultimate 


Cf now is ufed long, ver. 373—and in other places. 
I4 has 
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has difputed this pofition, it may not be improper to prove the truth 
of it, by enumerating a few of thefe verbs, and {ome of the paflages in 
which they occur, penultima longa. AAT. Sept. Theb. 397. Hippel, 
1182. Cyclop. 433. Ore. 277. SAKPYQ. Oed. T. 1514. Vroad. 74), 
EKAYOD. Med. 1314. Hippol. 809. ENAAKPYN. Agamem. 550, 
ern. Eurip. Dan. ap. Stob. p. 96. Ariftoph. Avid. 923 *. Sopho. 
cles, Electr. 6374. Menander, sx rn; yebne. ps 114. Hence in the 
Eleétra of Euripides we fhould probably read, Orcs yag iim yon oe 
@YEIN AAIMOLIN, inftead of dasuocs bow» KATEAKYQ. Arifloph, 
Equit. 1312. KATAAYQ. Ariftoph. Raw. 362. KAT. Enrip, 
Phan. 1007. The v, however, is fhort in a Trochaic verfle of 
Menander’s Ogyn. ap. Athen. p. 247. ZY2, in a Choliambic of 
Callimachus, if Toup’s correétion be admitted, Epift. Crit. p. 47. 
manorn, Efchylus, Supp/. 612. pro. Eurip. Here. Fur. V. 195. 
—It may be added, that Mam, Il. a. 600. Meus Ody ff. we 170-6 
Eeriew, Ody. y. 155. Aix, Jl. «. 101. Yws Ll. we 25+ Theogn, 
26. and Qyuu, Theocr. II. 351, all have the v Jong, in the penal. 
timate. To thefe verbs others may be added. 

Among the verbs in vw, which occur in the Tragedies, with the 

enultimate jbort, are the following: ANYQ. Eur. Androm. 1129, 

d. Br. Phoen. 466. In the Iph. T. 1460, and-in Hercul. F. 626, 
in cLanouas, for fo Aldus gives it, the v is long; but Mufgrave has 
very happily corrected the two paflages, by reading <Zaw‘i¢ in the 
latter, and sfauéw in the former—que /unt verifima. ‘The v 1s alfo 
fhort in Bion, /d. ver. 6. BPYQ. as has been a!ready remarked, 
AEIKNYQ. Menander in Avloz. p. 28. and 21,01. p. 166. Hefiod alfo, 
Oper. &F Die, 500. EIATQ, according to Mufgrave’s correction of a 
paffage in a chorus of Ore/. ver. 171, who proves the » to be fhort 
from Nicander, and an Epigram. We fhall only remark, that Homer 
ufes it long, in J/, 2. 319. and that Brunck has not adopted the emend- 
ation. KAYQ, as was obferved before, has the v always fhort in the 
Tragedies. Efch. Cho ph. 144. Soph. Ele@r. 997. Hurip. Hippol. 
1004. ef centies alibi. OMNYQ, in Menander and Antiphanes, as 
has been already remarked. Brunck has corrected ous Into ours 
on the authority of ‘Thom. Magifter and Meeris, in a paflage of the 
Aves, ver. 520. of Ariftophanes; and, perhaps, the two verfes from 
the other Comic writers fhould be altered. The» is alfo fhore in 
Homer, liad. r. 175. &YQ. v fhort in Efchylus, Sept. Th. 541, but 
Jong in Nonnus, p. 806. 5.—Thefe verbs, frequently, among the 
Epic writers, have the penultimate common. 

But of this enough—We muft remark, however, before this fub- 
jet is concluded, that we can by no means affent to Brunck’s ob- 
fervation on the Perfe. ver.770 +, where he fays, that verbs, gua in 
vw terminantur, penultimam producunt, in altera forma, (Scil. in vw) 
correptam. ‘The inftances which he produces are, [aySww and 7An- 
bow, dure and duws clove and aeplves eluvw and efluw, vw and iow. But, 
as to MAHOYN, we find in the Supplices of Efchylus, ver. 612.—xevp 
éxos wArbuilas te Ina fragment of Philemon Jun. in Athen. p. 291. 





* The ¥ is-al{o fhort, in another paflage in Ariftophanes. 

+ See our Review, p. 359, May 178s. t The ¥ is fhort in 
Perf. ver. 420, according to Robertellus, Heath, and Brunck. If it 
were necefiary, however, Aldus’s lotion might be retained, by placing 
Nexguy, @t the end of the verfe. 
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eccurse—¢ 7” rupee dex erduilat, and in Homer, Zl. ?. 559: Kale v4 
via dow APTYL *, Euripides Elef. 425. Kas T avdoy apie. WOA\ALX, 
wy, 


‘vc. in his Here. Fur. and in the Prometheus, ver. 907.—si0v «fefludlas— 


and fo Brunck himfelf has publifhed it. Of Evlow we do not jut 
now recollect any example in the Tragedies. It occurs with the 
penultimate fhort, in Homer, Jiiad :. 730. and in Apoll, Rhod. I, 
16. Iévw occurs, with the » fhort in the Ore#. 1020, where Brunck 
himfelf has edited sGvrw» penultima brevi, though in his notes on the 
Perf, Vet. 779; he obferves, after remarking, that verbs in ww have 
the penultimate long, ‘* Non male itaque in Eurip. Orelt. 1020, 
feriberetur : vw vozepar, &c.”-— But to quit this fabjett: We think 
that produced examples will vindicate our affertion, with refpect 
to the quantity of the wlirxcy in verbs in vw, among the Tragic 
writers ;——and at prefent we have neither time nor room to purfue 
this fubje&t further. 

ODE XXXI. We objected to NEWS WAAL Qevune, Prifci temporis 
admiratio, which Mr. H. thinks may be juftified by the xeowcs WAAL 
Yempora antigua, of Sophocles. Oed. Tyr. 569. ‘he meaning, how- 
ever, Of seo, in the two pafiages, though the fame epithet 
be joined with it, is widely different; as muft, indeed, be evi- 
dent to every reader who compares them with attention. 
Jn the fame verfe, Mr. H, defends the Hiatus of yy inannxn, by 
the firong afpirate on the initial letter of the laft word—But we 
potitively affirm, that nothing can vindicate the introduciion of the 
Hiatus into Greek Trimetri lambici—The whole line requires altera- 
tion. In verfe 6. we thought wescxuncws was improperly ufed—but 
we thought wrong—and readily grant, that our Author has ably de- 
fended himfelf by producing the authority of Sophocles, from hig 
Divinum Drama, the Philoétetes. 


(In our next Number, we foall conclude this long Article. 








Art. VI. Elegies and § onnets 
aaveree elegies are, profefiedly, after the manner of Ham» 
mond, The Writer avoids the ufe of heathen divinities, 
and fupplies their place by the perfonification of the paffions. 
He exprefles tender fentiments in natural language, and eafy 
verfe. In the following poem, in defence of the Minor Poets, 
the Reader will perceive no imperfect refemblance of the chafte 
fimplicity of Shenftone: 
‘ There are, my friend, who flight the gentle Mufe, 
That to the vale inglorious would retire, 
And nothing fcorn the modeft tafk to chufe 
With carelefs hand to wake the rural lyre: 


4to. 38. Cadell, 1785. 


The calm delights fequeftered fcenes afford, 

The harmlefs pleafures of the village-fwain, 
The hearty welcome, and the frugal board, 
Thefe humble themes their lofty minds difdain. 
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The charms of beauty, and the tale of jove, 
Beft by the filent-fpeaking eye exprett ; 
The fecret fhady walk, the confcious grove, 

For ever by the happy lover blett : 


If fuch the fong, what though the favoured lays 
Blend Hammond’s tendernefs with Prior’s eafe ; 

Expects the Mufe for this the meed of praife? 
Sweet Trifler, ceafe! afpire no more to pleafe. 


For them the drum muft beat, the trumpet found ; 
Oppofing bands in dreadful conflié join ; 

For them unnumbered heroes bite the ground, 
And kingdoms fall, to fill their vatt defign. 


For them the dagger, or the poifoned bowl 

Fraught with flow death, their favage aid muft lend ; 
Mad Jealoufy mutt fre the impailioned foul, 

Or fell Defpair the tortured bofom rend. 


Shall then the Epic and the Tragic Mufe 

Snatch, with invidious hand, the tuneful bays, 
And, lawlefs fway affuming, dare refule 

Their modeft Sifter’s humbler wreath of praife? 
Forbid it Love! forbid it every Power 

Whofe gentle ties the willing heart enflave ! 
Still fhall the fwain in many a rofeate bower 

Sweetly attune the oaten reed ye gave. 


Yes, ftill thall Love the youthful poet aid, 
(And Love muft fure the coldett fancy warm,) 
His pleafing tafk to praife his favourite Maid, 
To paint the {plendour of her angel form ; 
To bid his pencil all her beauties trace, 
To fteal the milder luftre of her eyes ; 
To mark with rapture each attractive grace, 
And catch her kindling bluthes as they rife. 
Such blufhes overfpread his Cloe’s cheek 
While love-fick Prior trembled as he drew; 
Where ihall we now fuch bathful {weetnefs feek ? 
Ah! Leonora, ’tis poflelt by you! 
Shall cold Oblivion ever {natch the lay 
That confecrates Belinda’s * lock to Fame? 
Shall time deftroy the fan of gentle Gay? 
Or blot a page that boafts fair Emma’s + name? 
Shall we lofe thee, fweet Nancy t¢ of the Vale? 
No more fhall Phillida f, fhall Jefly t charm? 
And fhall not tender Hammond’s lovelorn tale 
The foftened breaf of unborn Beauties warm ? 
Rival of Pindar, O immortal Gray ! 
(For fure no fecondary fame is thine !) 
Hard by the village church I fee thee ftray, 
While fimple Nature prompts the moral line, 











* Pope. + Prior. t Shenftone, 
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Yet innocent of Troy and War’s alarm, 

Even Mantua’s Mufe would feek the beechen fhade ; 
Nor does the rural picture ceafe to charm, 

Nor, fimple though they be, the colours fade. 


Nor, Shakfpere! did thy heaven-born mufe difdain 
To fing of Oberon and his fprightly queen, 
Whofe moon-light revels on the daified plain 
Full oft were by the wondering thepherd feen. 


And thou, immortal Bard! by Seraphs crowned ! 
Whether with lively Mirth, and Pleafure gay, 
Thou liften to the jocund rebec’s found, 
Or frame the melting melancholy lay ; 


Still doft thou charm no lefs than when thy fong 
Majettic, bids our fearful eyes behold 

Angelic combat, and the rebel throng 
Down from the verge of Heaven headlong rolled, 


Since then the noblett of the tuneful art 

Have deigned to lay afide the bolder lyre, 
And touch with {weet fimplicity the heart ; 

With me, my Friend, the artlefs ftrain admire. 
Convinced, Ambition’s fond purfuit give o’er ; 

Content be thou with milder rays to thine: 
Few can attain the wreath that Milton wore, 

But Hammond’s myrtle chaplet may be thine.’ E 

@ 





Arr. VII. 42 Effay on Pun@uation. 8vo. 3s. bound. Walter. 
1785. 
W ve a writer of fenfe and learning confults the utility, 


rather than the celebrity, of his works, he has a pecu- 
liar claim to,the gratitude of the Public, [he Author of the 
prefent Effay’Teems to be a fcholar of this clafs. His fubje& is 
not one of thofe, whofe acknowledzed importance tends to exalt 
the reputation of him who difcufies it. The bulk of common 
readers will think a regular treatife on it too abftrufe; fome, 
even of a higher order, will ridicule it as dull and uninterefting; 
and men in general will be ready to rejeé inftru€tion on a point 
with which moft people think themfelves fufficiently ac- 
quainted, 

By thefe obfervations, however, we cannot be fuppofed to de- 
tract from the rea} importance of an accurate fyftem of pun@u- 
ation. The compofition of fuch a fyftem requires indeed no 
{mall fhare, not only of mufical tafte, but even of metaphyfical 
acumen. For if words are the digns of our conceptions, points 
may, with equal propriety, be denominated the figns or repre- 
fentations of vocal paufes; of thofe paufes which mark the af- 
fociation and feparation of ideas, and without which language 
mult be vague and unintelligible, The theory of punctuation, 

, | therefore, 
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324 Effay on Punftuation. 


therefore, depends ultimately on that of the human intelled, 
and confequently on the fublimeft of all the human {ciences, 
With refpeét to the immediate view of our Author, we are 
told that * his Effay is drawn up for the ufe of thofe who have 
formed no regular or confiftent idea on the fubject ; and that his 
defign is to furnifh them with a fyftem of clear and practical 


rules illuftrated by examples.’ 
That our Readers may judge of the execution of this plan, 


we fhall prefent them with a fuccinét account of the eflay, occa- 
fionally interfperfing a ftricture or two, not from a defire to 
object, but from a fincere with of feeing the work in a more 


erfect form. 
The firft chapter contains a concife hiftory of punétuation ; 
in the compilation of which we difcover great induftry and con- 
fiderable erudition. From this narrative the Author deduces 


the following conclufions: 

‘ Firft, as it appears, that the ftops, in the ancient Greek and 
Roman claflics, were not inferted in the text by the authors them- 
felves, but have been added by fubfequent grammarians or moderg 
editors, we may infer, that the true fenfe of all obfcure and ambi- 
guous paflages, in their works, is not to be determined by commas, 
colons, and periods, but by the rules of good fenfe and rational cri- 


ticifm. 

< econdly, as it is very evident, that the points affect the fenfe 
of all literary compofitions in the higheft degree, and that even a 
comma may illuminate, or totally obfcure, the fineft paflage in Ho- 
mer or Virgil, we fee the abfolute neceflity of paying a ftrict atten- 
tion to this branch of orthography, in all new editions of the clafflics, 
Here then. is a fpacious field for the inveftigation of editors and com- 
mefitators. Here they may exert their penetration, their tafte, and 
judgment, with advantage, without being biaffed, reftrained, or 
controlled by the authority of any printed copy, or any manufcript 
whatever, 

‘ Thefe remarks may be illuftrated by an obvious example. Many 
learned commentators and editors * of Horace, have printed the fol. 
Jowing. ftanza, with a colon after urna: 

Omnis eddem cogimur: omnium 
Verfatur urna: ferius, ocius 
Sors exitura, et nos in xternum 
Exilium impofitura cymbz. 
Lib. ii. Od. 3. 

‘ This pun@uation makes a falfe quantity in urna; and fhould 

be rectified in this manner: 
Omnis eédem cogimur: omnium 
Verfatur urna, feriis,. ociiis 
Sors exitura, & nos in zternum 
Exilium impofitura cymbz. 


— 





© Vid. edit. Lambin1 1605, Torrentir 1608, Mineuit 


1706, edit. cum notis VARIORUM 1658, edit. in ufum DeLPuint, 
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‘ is {mall alteration of the point, the word rs is united to 

REE any ~ nominative cafe ; oid the falfe quantity is avoided.’ 

On the latter part of this extract, which relates to the paf- 
fage quoted from Horace, we muft remark, that, if the Writer 
. would arrogate the merit of the correction to him(elf, it is our 
duty to oppofe his claim. We ftate our objection hypotheti- 
cally, becaufe we think few critics would hope to deceive, 
where detection feems fo certain. ‘To inftance only a few of 
the more common editions of Horace, that of Bentley evidently 
unites fors with verfatur; in the Glafgow edition, in 12mo, 
publifhed 1744, the punctuation exactly correfponds with that 
of our Author: and even the later impreffions of the Delphine 
edition place the mark of the ablative cafe on the final fyllable 
of urna. sale 
In chapter the fecond we have forty diftin& rules for the ufe 
of the comma; after which the Author proceeds to treat at 
large of the other points. Of thefe rules we will obferve in ge- 
neral, that they are equally juft and perfpicuous. The ex- 
amples which illuftrate them are well felected, though they are, 
in our opinion, unneceflarily numerous. We will add, that 
many of the notes which accompany them, might have been 
omitted, without any eflential injury to the eflay; the greater 
part being entirely unconnected with the principal fubje&t. As 
an inftance of this, we will extract a note on page 48, where 
the following fentence is produced to exemplify the ufe of the 
comma before a prepofition. ‘* Light is fucceffively propagated, 
with an almoft inconceivable fwiftnefs.” To this paflage, 
which a cenforious reader might confider as introduced only to 
difplay the Author’s philofophical knowledge, is fubjoined the 
following commentary : 

‘It is fuppofed that the diftance of the fun from the earth is 
81,000,009 of miles ; and that a particle of light comes from thence 
in 8 minutes and 13 feconds; but that acannon ball, dying with its 
ufual rapidity, would not pafs through this amazing interval of {pace, 
in lefs than 25 years.’ 

_It had been eafy to multiply fimilar quotations ; but we con- 
fine ourfelves to one only, becaufe we readily acquit our Eflayift 
of. anyviltentatious defizgn. He wifhed, perhaps, to relieve the 
attention of his readers; and with this view he has introduced’ 
a kind of mifcellaneous criticifm, which, though it contain few 
novel, and perhaps fome trifling obfervations, may yet tend to 
enliven a treatife, which is itfelf fimply. didaétic. 

It is time, however, to clofe our obfervations on this Effay,: 
which we cannot do better than by expreffing our fincere affent 
to the madeft conclufien of the Author: 

* Thefe rules, I muft confefs, are liable to somg exceptions, and 
are not fuficient to direct the learner in Every imaginable combina- 


tion of words and phrafes. It would indeed be impoflible to frame 
fuch' 
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fuch a fyftem of rules, as fhould comprehend the whole extent of 
our language. But the foregoing remarks and examples will enable 
any one, of a tolerable capacity, to form a competent idea of this 
important fubje&; and to divide his fentences, both in reading and 
writing, with greater accuracy 4nd precifion, than they are ufually 
divided in the generality of books, wherein the punétuation is ar- 
bitrary and capricious, and founded on no general principles.’ 

The unlearned reader; who may be induced to purchafe this 


book for the purpofe of occafional reference, will find a conve- 
nient acquifition in an Appendix, confifting of 40 pages. As the 
information it contains is of fuch a nature as to prevent the pof- 
fibility of entering into a detail, we fhal] content ourfelves with 
fubjoining the titles of the feveral chapters : 

Chap. 1. Of the Ule of Capital Letters. Chap. 2. Charac- 
ters in Grammar, Rhetoric, and Poetry, explained. Chap. 3. 
Abbreviations, and fome technical Terms, relative to Books. 
Chap. 4. Abbreviations of Latin Words, frequently found in 
printed Books and Manufcripts. Chap. 5. Abbreviations in 
Titles of Honour. Chap. 6. Abbreviations in Chronology and 
Geography. Chap. 7. Abbreviations in Arithmetic and Com- 
merce. Chap. 8. Abbreviations and Charaéters in medicinal 
Prefcriptions, Chap. 9. Of Numeral Letters. Chap. 10, Of 
Arithmetical Figures. 

In the laft chapter the Author feems inclined to adopt the 
miftaken idea, that the Arabic figures, as they are commonly, 
and we think properly called, are in reality but imperfeét copies 
of the Greek numerals: yet the moft inveterate enemies of this 
hypothefis could not bave invented a more happy expedient to 
deftroy its credit, than that which this writer bas thought pro- 
per to ufe in its favour: we mean the expedient of printing the 
numeral letters of the ancient Greeks, together with the Arabic 
figures. The diffimilarity, which muft be obvious, we fhould 
imagine, to every eye, is of itfeif fufficient to decide the con- 
troverfy. If, however, recourfe muft be had to authority, the 
arguments of Beveridge and of Greaves, of Wallis, and Ger. 
John Voffius, may be fairly oppofed to any that have been ad- 
vanced on the other fide of the queftion. Wh 


1785. 





Art. VIII. The Obferver. 8vo. 6s. Dilly. 


HEN we give our praife, fays this Obferver, to any 
. man’s character or performance, Jet us give it abfo~ 
and without comparifon; for it is juftly remarked by 


Jutely, 


75; 265 foreigners, that we feldom commend pofitively *.’ 


On this principle, the propriety cf which fhall not now be 


difputed, we will be careful not to offend our Author by com- 





* Page 403. of 
parifons, 
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parifons, which, to him at leaft, might appear invidious. ded 
from contrafting either the matter or ftyle of thele Effays wit 

thofe of an Addifon, a Hawkefworth, or a Johnfon, we will not 
even inquire in which, if in any, of their characteriftic excel- 
lencies, thefe great writers are imitated by their prefent fucceflor. 
On the contrary, we fhall endeavour to commend, wherever we 
can find fubjets of commendation, in as few words, and, we 
hope, as politively, as the Obferver himfelf could with. _ 

Of detached FE ffays, as they admit not of analytical criticifm, 
a general account only can be expected. Variety of fubject, 
and a correfpondent variety of manner, feem particularly eflen- 
tial to fuch compofitions ; nor do we think our Author deficient 
in either. On literary topics he expatiates with an eafe well 
adapted to the general diffufion of knowledge: in delineating 
the manners of modern life, he frequently combines the acute- 
ne(s of obfervation with the {prightiinefs of wit; while in his 
moral rcfle&tions, though delivered with an air of familiarity, he 
fhews himfelf to be a man of fenfe and virtue. 

But what this Writer feems to regard as the moft diftinguifh- 
ing feature of his work, is a ferics of Effays in which he has 
exhibited, together with fome pafiages of the civil hiftory of 
Greece, a conneéted account of the progrefs of Grecian litera- 
ture. In his introdu@ory paper he dwells on this part with pe- 
culiar pleafure: we will therefore fuffer him to explain his 
defign in his own words: 

‘ I have endeavoured to relieve and chequer thefe familiar effays 
in a manner that I hope will be approved of ; I allude to thofe pa- 
pers, in which I treat of the literature of the Greeks, carrying dowm 
my hiftory in a chain of anecdotes from the earlieft poets to the 
death of Menander: to this part of my work I have addrefled my 
greateft pains and attention ; what this volume contains will not, I 
hope, operate in disfavour of my undertaking, though it will be rea- 
dily underftood to be the leaft amofing portion of the period I mean 
to review: I believe the plan is fo far my own, that no body has yet 
given the account in fo comprefled and unmixt a ftate as I fhall do, 
and none I think will envy me the labour of turning over fuch a 
mais of heavy materials, as I have turned over, for the fake of fe- 
lecting what I hoped would be acceptable in the relation. Though 
I cannot fuppofe I am free from error, I can fafely fay I have afferted 
nothing without authority; though it did not fuit the purpofe of the 
work to make a difplay of thofe authorities, for it is my with to level 
ic to readers of all defcriptions. ‘The tranflations I fhall occafionally 
give will be of fuch authors, or rather fragments of authors, as come 
under few people’s review, and have never been feen in Englifh ver- 
fion; thefe paflages therefore will have at leat the novelty of ori- 
ginals with moft readers, and if I fucceed in naturalizing to any de- 
gree authors, whofe names only float amongft us, I fhall not think 
that what has been the heavieft part of my work, has been the mot 


unprofitable.’ 
The 
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The reafons here affigned for the total fuppreffion of authorities 
are very unfatisfactory: they are, at leaft, no excufe for the 
omifion of marginal references. We do not, however, accufe 
our Author of any material mifreprefentations of faéts. Asan 
hiftorian, we believe him to be in general correct ; and as a tranf- 
lator, fufficiently faithful. A few contrary inftances might per- 
haps be produced ; and were we difpofed to enter into a minute 
examination of thefe Effays, we might quote many paflages, 
in which we meet with a vulgarity of diction, that difgraces 
the general ftyle of the work. At the fame time we are forry 
to remark, that the typographical errors are fhameful'y nu- 


merous. 

As a fpecimen of the Author’s manner, we fhall fubjoin an 
affeAing narration, which is contained in No. 30: 

‘ The following ftory is fo extraordinary, that if I had not had it 
from good authority in the country where it happened, I fhould have 
confidered it as the invention of fome poet for the fable of a drama. 

‘ A Portuguefe gentleman, whom | {hall beg leave to defcribe no 
otherwife than by the name of Don Juan, was lately brought to trial 
for poifoning his half-fifter by the fame father, after fhe was with 
child by him. ‘This gentleman had for fome years before his trial 
Jed a very folitary life at his caftle in the neighbourhood of Mon- 
tremos, a town on the road between Lifbon and Badajos, the fron- 
tier garrifon of Spain: I was fhewn his caftle, as I paffed through 
that difma] country, about a mile diitant from the road, in a bottom 
furrounded with cork trees, and never faw a more melancholy ha- 
bitation. The circumftances which made againft this gentleman 
were fo flrong, and the ftory was in fuch general circulation in the 
neighbourhood where he lived, that although he laid out the great- 
eft part of a confiderable income in aéts of charity, nobody ever en- 
tered his gates to thank him for his bounty, or folicit relief, except 
one poor father of the Jeronymite convent in Montremos, who was 
his confeflor, and aéted as his almoner at difcretion, 

‘ Avcharge of fo black a nature, involving the crime of inceft as 
well as cl at length reached the ears of juftice, and a com- 
miflion was fent to Montremos to make enquiry into the cafe: the 
{uppofed criminal made no attempt to efcape, but readily attended 
the fummons of the commifiioners. Upgn the trial, it came out, from 
the confeflion of the prifoner, as well as from the depofition of wit- 
nefles, that Don Juan had lived from his infancy in the family of a 
righ merchant at Lifbon, who carried on a confiderable trade and 
corsefpondence in the Brazils: Don Juan being allowed to take this 
merchant’s name, it was generally fuppofed that he was-his natural 
fon, and a clandettine affair of love having been carried on between 
him and the merchant’s daughter Jofepha, who was an only child, 
fhe became pregnant, and a medicine being adminiftered to her by 
the hands of Don Juan, the died in a few hours after, with all the 
{ymptoms of a perfon who had taken poifon. The mother of the 
young lady furyived her death but a few days, and the father threw 
himfelfinto a convent of Mendicants, making over, by deed of gift, 
the whole of his property to the {uppofed murderer. 

‘In 
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‘In this account there feemed a ftrange obfcurity of facts, for 
fome made itrongly to the crimination of Don Juan, and the laft 
mentioned circumitance was of fo contradictory a nature, as to throw 

the whole into perplexity ; and therefore to compe! the prifoner toa 
farther elucidation of the cafe, it was thought proper to interrogate 
him by torture, 

« Whilft this was preparing, Don Juan, without betraying the leaft 
alarm upon what was going forward, told his judges, that it would 
fave them and himielf fome trouble, if they would receive his con- 
fefion upon certain points, to which he fhould truly {peak, but be- 
ond which all the tortures in the world could not force one fyllable : 
he faid that he was not the fon, as it was fuppofed, of the merchant 
with whom he lived, nor allied to the deceafed Jofepha any otherwife 
than by the tendereit ties of mutual affection, and a promife of mar- 
riage, which however he acknowledged had not been folemnized : 
that he was the fon of a gentleman of confiderable fortune in the 
Brazils, who left him an infant to the care of the merchant in 
veftion: that the merchant, for reafons beit known to himfelf, chofe 
to call him by his own name, and this being done in his infancy, he 
was taught to believe that he was an orphai youth, the fon of a 
ditant relation of the perfon who adopted him; he begged his 
judges therefore to obferve, that he never underftood Jofepha to be 
his fifter: that as to her being with child by him, he acknowledged 
it, and prayed God forgivenefs for an offence, which it had been 
his intention to repair by marrying her: that with refpect to the me- 
dicine, he certainly did give it to her with his own hands, for that 
fhe was fick in confequence of her pregnancy, and, being afraid of 
creating alarm or fufpicion in her parents, had required him to or- 
der certain drugs from an apothecary, as if for himfelf; which he 
accordingly did, and he verily believed they were faithfully mixed, 
inafmuch as he ftood by the man whilft he prepared the medicine, 
and faw every ingredient feparately put in. 

‘ The judges thereupon afked him, if he would take it on his 
confcience to fay, that the lady did not die by poifon. Don Juan, 
burfting into tears for the firft time, anfwered, to his eternal forrow 

he knew that the did die by poifon.—Was that poifon contained in 
the medicine fhe took ?—It was.—Did he impute the crime of mixing 
the poifon in the medicine to the apothecary, or did he take it on 
himfelf ?—Neither the apothecary, nor himfelf, was guilty.x—Did the 
lady, from a principle of fhame (he was then afked), commit the act 
of fuicide, and infufe the poifon without his knowledge ?—He 
tarted into horror at the queftion, and took God to witnefs, that fhe 
Was innocent of the deed. 

© The judges feemed now confounded, and for a time abftained 
from any further interrogatories, debating the matter amongft them- 
felves by whifpers ; when one of them obferved to the prifoner, that 
according to his confeffion, he had faid fhe did die by poifon, and 
yet, by the anfwers he had now given, it fhould feem as if he meant 
to acquit every perfon on whom fafpicion could poffibly reft; there 
was however one interrogatory left, which, unnatural as it was, he 
would put to him for form’s fake only, before they proceeded to 
greater extremities, and that queftion involved the father or mother 
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of the lady,—Did he mean to impute the horrid intention of rayr. 
dering their child to the parents ?—No, replied the prifoner in.a firm 
tone of voice, I am certain no fuch intention ever entered the hearts 
of the unhappy parents, and I thould be the wortt of finners, if | 
imputed it to them.—The judges upon this declared with one voice 
that he was trifling with the court, and gave orders for the rack.; 
they would however for the lait time demand of him, if he knew 
who it was that did poifon Jofepha; to which he anf{wered withont 
hefitation, that he did know, but that no tortures fhould force him 
to declare it. As to life, he was weary of it, and they might dif- 
pofe of it as they faw fit; he could not die in greater tortures than 
he had lived. 

‘ They now took this peremptory recufant, and ftripping him of 
his upper garments, laid him on the rack; a furgeon was called in, 
who kept his fingers on his pulfe ; and the executioners were directed 
to begin their tortures; they had given him one fevere ftretch by 
ligatures fixed to his extremities and pafled over an axle, which was 
turned by a windlafs; the ftrain upon his mufcles and joints by the 
action of this infernal engine was dreadful, and nature {poke her 
fufferings by a horrid crafh in every limb ; the fweat ftarted in large 
drops upon his face and bofom, yet the man was firm amidft the 
agonies of the machine, not a groan efcaped ; and the fiend who was 
fuperintendant of the hellifh work, declared they might increafe his 
tortures upon the next tug, for that his pulfe had not varied a ftroke, 
nor 2bated of its ftrength in the {malleft degree. 

‘ The tormentors had now begun a fecond operation with more 
violence than the former, which their devilifh ingenuity had con- 
trived to vary, fo as to extort acuter pains from the application of 
the engine to parts that had not yet had their full fhare of the firit 
agony; when fuddenly a monk rufhed into the chamber and called 
out to the judges to defift from torturing that innocent man, and 
take the confeilion of the murderer from his own lips. Upon a fig- 
nal from the judges, the executioners let go the engine at once, and 
the joints {napped audibly into their fockets with the elafticity of a 
bow. Nature funk under the revulfion, and Don Juan fainted on 
the rack, ‘The monk immediately with a loud voice exclaimed, Inhu- 
man wretches, delegates of hell, and agents of the devil, make ready 
your engine for the guilty, and take of your bloody hands from the 
innocent, for behold! (and fo faying he threw back his cowl!) be- 
hold the father and the murderer of Jofepha !_— 

‘ The whole aflembly ftarted with aftonifhment ;. the judges ftood 
aghait; and even the damons of torture rolled their eye-balls on 
the monk with horror and difmay, 

‘ If you are willing, fays he to the judges, to receive my confel- 
fion, whilit your tormentors are preparing their rack for the vileft 
criminal ever ftretched upon it, hear me! If not, fet your engine 
to work without further inquiry, and glut your appetites with human 
agonics, which once in your lives you may now infié with juftice. 

“ Proceed, {aid the fenior judge. 

* That guiltlefs fufferer, who now lies infenfible before my eyes, 
faid the Monk, is the ton of an excelient father, who was once my 
deareit friend: he was confided to my charge, being then an —, 
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and my friend followed his fortunes to our fettlements in the Brazils: 
he refided there twenty years without vifiting Portugal once in the 
ime; he remitted to me many fums of money on his fon’s account ; 
at this time a hellifh thought arofe in my mind, which the diftrefs of 
my affairs, and a pailion for extravagance infpired, of converting the 
roperty of my charge to my own account; I imparted thefe fug- 
etions to my unhappy wife, who is now at her account: let me do 
her juitice to confefs fhe withttood them firmly for a time. Still for- 
rune frowned upon me, and I was finking in my credit every hour; 
ruin fared me in the face, and nothing ftood between me and im- 
mediate difgrace, but this infamous expedient. 
¢ At laft perfuafion, menaces, and the impending preflure of ne- 
ceflity conquered her virtue, and fhe acceded to the fraud. We 
agreed to adopt the infant as the orphan fon of a diftant relation of 
ourown name. I maintained a correfpondence with his father by 
letters, pretending to be written by the fon, and I fupported my fa- 
mily imra {plendid extravagance by the aflignments I received from 
the Brazils. At length the father of Don Juan died, and by will 
bequeathed his fortune to me in failure of his fon and his heirs. 1 
had already advanced fo far in guilt, that the temptation of this con- 
tingency met with no refiftance in my mind, and I determined upon 
removing this bar to my ambition, and propofed to my wife to fe- 
cure the prize that fortune had hung within our reach, by the affaf- 
fnation of the heir. She revolted from the idea with horror, and 
for fome time her thoughts remained in fo difturbed a ftate, that I 
did not think it prudent to renew the attack. After fome time, the 
agent of the deceafed arrived in Lifbon from the Brazils, and as he 
was privy to my correfpondence, it became neceflary for me to dif- 
cover to Don Juan who he was, and alfo what fortune he was in- 
tiled to. In this crifis, threatened with fhame and detection on one 
hand, and tempted by avarice, pride, and the devil, on the other, E 
won over my reluctant wife to a participation of my crime, and we 
mixed that dofe with poifon, which we believed was intended for 
Don Juan, but which in faét was deftined for our only child. She 
took it; heaven difcharged its vengeance on our heads, and we faw 
our daughter e. pire in agonies before our eyes, with the bitter ag- 
gravation of a double murder, for the child was alive within her. 
Are there words in language to exprefs our lamentations? Are there 
tortures in the reach of even your invention to compare with thofe 
we felt? Wonderful were the ftruggles of nature in the heart of our 
expiring child: fhe bewailed us, fhe confoled, nay fhe even forgave 
us. To Don Juan we made immediate confeflion of our guilt, and 
conjured him to inflict that punifhment upen us, which jultice de- 
manded, and our crimes deferved. It was in this dreadful moment 
that our daughter with her lait breath, by the moft folemn adjurations, 
exacted and obtained a promife from Don Juan not to expofe her 
Parents to a public execution by difclofing what had paffed. Alas! 
alas! we fee too plainly how he kept his word: behold, he dies a 
martyr to honour! your infernal tortures have deftroyed him. 
“No fooner had the Monk pronounced thefe words in a loud and 





furious tone, than the wretched Don Juan drew a figh; a fecond 
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would have followed, but heaven no longer could tolerate the 220» 
nies of innocence, and ftopped his heart for ever, 

‘ The Monk had fixed his eyes upon him, ghaftly with terror ; 
and as he ftretched out his mangled limbs at life's laft gafp,—Ac. 
curfed monfters, he exclaimed, may God requite his murder on your 
fouls at the great day of judgment! His blood be on your heads, ye 
minifters of darknefs! For me, if heavenly vengeance is not yet 
appeafed by my contrition, im the midit of Hames my aggrieved 
foul will find fome confolation in the thought, that you partake its 
torments. 

‘ Having uttered this in a voice fcarce human, he plunged a 
knife to his heart, and, whilft his blood fpouted on the pavement, 
dropped dead upon the body of Don Juan, and expired without a 

roan,’ 

The publifher’s advertifements inform us, that The Objerver 


is Richard Cumberland, Efq. Wh. 





Art. IX. The Principles of Moral and Political Philofophy, By 
William Paley, M. A. Archdeacon of Carlifle. 4to. 1. 15, 
boards. Faulder. 1785. 


HIS work is dedicated to the Bifhop of Carlifle, and we 
cannot deny ourfelves the pleafure of inferting the follow- 
ing paflage from the Dedication : 

“ Your Lordthip’s refearches have never loft fight of one purpofe, 
namely, to recover the fimplicity of the Gofpel from beneath that 
load of unauthorifed additions, which the ignorance of fome ages, 
and the learning of others, the fuperftition of weak, and the craft 
of defigning men, have, unhappily for its intereft, heaped upon it. 
And this purpofe, I am convinced, was dictated by the pureft motive, 
by a firm, and, I think, a juft opinion, that whatever renders reli- 
gion more rational, renders it more credible; that he who, bya 
diligent and faithful examination of the original records, difmiffes 
from the fyftem one article, which contradicts the apprehenfion, the 
experience, or the reafoning of mankind, does more towards recom- 
mending the belief, and, with the belief, the influence of Chril- 
ianity, to the underftandings and confciences of ferious enquirers, 
and through them to univerfal reception and authority, than can be 
eftected by a thoufand contenders for creeds and ordinances of human 
eftablifhment” 

The liberal fpirit of this paflage gave us, we acknowledge, 
very favourable fentiments of eur Author, being firmly per- 
fuaded that to reftore the purity, is the moft effe@tual method of 
promoting the progre/s of Chrittianity. 

In regard to the work itfelf, after perufing it with due atten- 
tion, we cannot but recommend it to our Readers as a very 
valuable and ufeful performance. Thofe who are fond of no 
velty, of ingenious theories, curious fpeculations, abftract and 
metaphyfical notions, will find, indeed, little in it to amufe of 
entertaim them: but thofe who are folicitous to have their con- 
fciences properly directed in the general canduét of human life, 
to 
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to fee their duties and obligations delineated with perfpicuity 
snd accuracy, will, in our opinion, be fully gratified. 

In his Preface, Mr. Paley obferves, that in the treatifes he 
has met with upon the fubject of Morals, he has remarked the 
following imperfections—either that the principle was erroneous, 
or that it was indiftin€tly explained, or that the rules deduced 
fom it were not fufficiently adapted to real life, and to actual 


fituations. lao 
He likewife obferves, that moft of our own writers in this 

branch of philofophy, divide too much the Jaw of nature from 
the precepts of revelation ; fome authors induftrioufly declining 
the mention of Scripture authorities, as belonging to a different 
province, and others referving them for a feparate volume: 
which appears to our Author much the fame defect, as if a com- 
mentator on the laws of England fhould content himfelf with 
fating upon each head the common law of the Jand, without 
taking any notice of adts of parliament ; or fhould chufe to give 
his readers the common law in one book, and the ftatute law in 
another.— Mr. Paley quotes a very pertinent paflage on this 
fubject from Dr. Johnfon’s Preface to the Preceptor. ‘* When 
the obligations of morality are taught,” fays the Door, ‘* let 
the fanctions of Chriftianity never be forgotten ; by which it 
will be fhewn, that they give itrength and luftre to each other ; 
religion will appear to be the voice of 1eafon, and morality the 
wi!l of God.” 

‘ The imperfe&tions above enumerated,” fays he, ‘ are thofe which 
I have endeavoured to avoid or remedy. Of the execution the 
Reader muit judge, but this was the defign. Concerning the priz- 
ciple of morals it would be premature to {peak ; but concerning the 
manner of explaining and unfolding that principle, I have fome- 
what which ] wifh to be remarked. An experience of nine years in 
the ofice of a public tutor in one of the Univerfities, and in that 
department of education to which thefe chapters relate, afforded me 
frequent occafion to obferve, that, in difcourfing to young minds 
upon topics of morality, it required much more pains to make them 
perceive the difficulty, than to underitand the folution ; that, ualefs 
the fubject was fo drawn up to a point, as to prefent the full force of 
an objection, or the exact place of a doubt, before any explanation 
was entered: upon ; in other words, unlefs fome curiofity was excited 
before it was attempted to be fatished, the labour of the teacher was 
loft. When information was not requefted, it was feldom, I found, 
retained. Ihave made this obfervation my guide in the followin 
work ; thatis, upon each occafion I have endeavoured, before I fuf- 
fered myfelf to proceed in the difquifition, to put the reader in full 
poflefion of the queftion, ard to do it in the way that I thought 
moft likely to itir up his own doubts and folicitude about it. 

* Jn purfuing the principle of morals through the detail of cafes 
towhich it is applicable, I have had in view to accommodate both 


the choice of the fubjeéts, and the manner of handling them, to the 
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fituations which arife in the life of an inhabicant of this country, in 
thefe times. This is the thing that I think to be principally want. 
ing in former treatifes, and, perhaps, the chief advantage which 
will be found in mine. I have examined no doubts, I have dif. 
cufled no obfcurities, I have encountered no errors, I have adverted 
to no controverfies, but what I have feen actually to exift. If fome 
of the queftions treated of appear to a more infructed reader minute 
or puerile, I defire fuch reader to be affured, that I have found 
them occafions of difficulty to young minds ; and what I have ob. 
ferved in young minds, I fhould expect to meet with in all who ap- 
proach thefe fubjeds for the firit time. Upon cach article of human 
duty, I have combined with the conclufions of reafon, the declara- 
tions of Scripture, when they are to be had, as of co-ordinate au. 
thority, and as both terminating in the fame fané¢ttons. 

© In the manner of the work, [ have endeavoured fo to temper the 
oppolite plans above animadverted upon, as that the Reader may not 
accufe me either of too much hatle, or of too much delay. I have be- 
ftowed upon each fubject enough of differtation to give a body and 
fubftance to the chapter in which it is treated of, as well as cohe- 
rence and perfpicuity ; on the other hand, I have feldom, I hope, 
exercifed the patience of the reader by the length and prolixity of 
my eflays, or difappointed that patience at laft, by the tenuity and 
unimportance of the conclufion,’ 

Our Author clofes his Preface with an apology for joining 
mioral and pol:tical Philofophy together, or adding a book of 
politics to a fyftem of ethics. Part of what he fays in his vindi- 
cation, may be feen in the following extra&t: 

‘ In ftating the principle of morals, the reader will obferve, that 
IT have employed fome induftry in explaining the theory, and fhew- 
ing the neceflity of general rules; wiihout the full and conftant con- 
fideration of which, I am perfuaded that no fyitem of moral philo- 
fophy can be fatisfactory or confiftent. This foundation being laid, 
or rather, this habit being formed, the difcuffion of political fub- 
jects, to which, more than to almolt any other, general rules are ap- 
plicable, became clear and eafy. Whereas had thefe topics been 
affigned to a diftinct work, it would have been neceffary to have re- 
peated the fame rudiments, to have eftablifhed over again the fame 
principles, as thofe which we had already exemplified, and rendered 
familiar to the reader, in the former part of this. Ina word, if there 
appear to any one too great adiverfity, or too wide a diftance be- 
tween the fubjects treated of, in the courfe of the prefent volume, 
Jet him be reminded, that the doétrine of general rules pervades and 
connetts the whole,’ 

Undcr the name of Politics, however, the Reader is not to 
Jook for thofe occafional controverfies, which the occurrences 
of the prefent day, or any temporary fituation of public affairs 
may excite; our Author only delivers thofe univerfal principles, 
and exhibits that mode and train of reafoning in politics, by the 
due application of which every man may be enabled to attain to 
juft conclufions of hisown. And {urely, as he obferves, it is of 
practical importance, to have the principles from which the ob- 
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jiations of focial union, and the extent of civil obedience are 


derived, rightly explained and well underftood. ~ 

‘Indeed,’ fays’he, ‘ as far as I have obferved, in political, beyond 
sl] other fubjects, where men are without fome fundamental and 
fjentific principles to refort to, they are liable to have their under- 
jandings played upon by cant phrafes and unmeaning terms, of 
which every party in every country pofiefs a vocabulary. We appear 
atonithed, when we fee the multitude led away by founds ; but we 
hould remember, that, if founds work miracles, it is always upon 
ignorance. The influence of names is in exact proportion to the 


want of knowledge.’ 
Having thus given our Readers an account of Mr. Paley’s 


plan, and of the manner in which he profecutes his fubject, we 
fhall, in our next, lay before them a general view of what the 


work contains. BR 
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Aet. X. Verhandeling Uitgegeeven door de Hollandjche Maatchappye 
der Weetenf{chappen te Haarlem *.—Memoirs publithed by the Phi- 
Jofophical Society at Haarlem. Vol. XIX and XX. 


[By an Occafional CORRESPONDENT. ] 


ryiBE principal articles of general utility in the nineteenth 
volume, are the following : 

I. An Account of an uncommon Difeafe of the Abdomen. By Dr. 
WESTENBURGH, of Deventer. 

A boy, five ye. rs of age, who had lived chiefly on unfer- 
mented farinacious food, complained of a hardnefs and diften- 
tion of the abdomen, together with a {welling in the left hypo- 
chondrium, which gradually extended from the poflerior edge of 
the falfe ribs to the os pubis. During five months this was not 
attended with any apparent inconvenience; nor did the patient 
fuffer any lofs either of appetite or {pirits; but he was afterwards 
attacked by a fever, convulfions, and cough, under which he 
languifhed about fix months, when his fufferings were termi- 
nated by death. 

Upon opening the body, the ftomach and inteftines, both 
ereat and {mall, were found remarkably diftended with air, and 
were fituated moftly towards the right fide. The larger inteftines 
contained few feces; but were diltended with air, as far as the 
fecond infle@tion, which begins in the left fide. The whole of 
the fecond, and of the third flexure, where the reétum com- 
mences, down to the anus, was conftriéted like a rope, and had 
- appearance of a white ligament, not thicker than a man’s little 

nger. 








* This is a continuation (and conclufion) of an Article begun in 


our laft Appendix, just publithed, p. 577. 
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In the left hypochondrium, the pancreas was found of an un. 
common fize, extending from the fpleen, to which, as well as 
to the duodenum, the upper part of it adhered, as far as the fu- 
perior edge of the pelvis: bzhind, it was connected, by a cellu. 
lar membrane, with the peritoneum. Some parts of it were 
fchirrhous, others fteatomatous. Externally it was of a lead 
colour ; but was white on the infide. It appeared to be a con- 
cretion of conglobate glands, and contained a confiderable quan. 
tity of an aqueous fluid. This extraordinary glandular body, 
which weighed about fix pounds, received, into that part of it 
which was oppofite the right kidney, a branch from the aorta, 
of the fize of a {mall goofe-quill. 

The bladder was fmall, indurated, and fo conftriGed, as to be 
not above the fize of a hazel nut. 

Il. Defeription of a Female Infant, born with an open Bladder, 
which was turned infide out, and: protruded out of the Body. By 
Mr. Bosson, of Amfterdam.—T his miferable object lived twenty- 
feven days, though the bladder was fo entirely inverted, that its 
interior coat, with the orifices of the ureters, lay bare on the 
abdomen, and formed the external furface of the tumour.x—To 
this article is added an account, by Profeffor Bonn of Amfter- 
dam, of two cafes, in which an open urethra ran along the 
dorfum penis, between the corpora cavernofa. In one of thefe 
the ingenious Profeflor was fo fortunate as to remedy the defect, 

Ill. Differtation on the Malus pumila flore carens. By M. 
SWAGERMAN.—This appletree has been {uppofed to produce 
fruit, without bearing blofloms; but Mr. 5. has difcovered that 
it bears a concealed female flower, of a very peculiar conforma- 
tion. 

IV. Account of an Operation of Lithotomy, in which the Stone 
was not extracied till eight Days after the Incifion had been made. By . 
G. Ten Haarr, of Rotterdam.—In the cafe here related, the 
Operation was attended with fuccefs, though the patient, a child 
five years old, was afflicted with two inguinal, and an umbilical 
hernia, together with a procidentia ani; all which were after- 
wards completely cured. 

V. An Effay on the Utility of the Difccvery of Gunpowder. By 
Mercuior HurtTer.—M. Hurrer labours to prove, what 
we believe will be readily granted, that fince the ufe of fire-arms, 
wars are not fo deftructive to mankind, as before thefe weapons 
Were introduced. Hence he concludes, that the difcovery of 
gunpowder is eventually favourable to the interefts of humanity. 
He clofes his eflay with the benevolent with, that fovereigns 
and ftatefmen may learn a due fenfe of the value of men’s lives, 
and be lefs inclined to decide their differences by any deftruiive 
means, In this with we moft heartily join; though, alas! there 
Is little hope of feeing it accomplifhed. Placed at a diftance 
7 from 
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from the moft dreadful calamities of war, thefe great perfonages 
can, with fafety, adopt meafures, upon which they would look 
with abhorrence, were they to fhare the miferies of the common 
foldier or failor, whofe valour gratifies their ambition, Were 
they thus expofed “* to fee] what wretches feel,” many of them 
would have reafon to exclaim, with the heart-felt remorfe of 
good old Lear,—** Ob! I have ta’en too little care of this.” 

VI. Differtation on the Lues Indica, or Yaws. By Dr. P.M. 
NigLEN, o! Utrecht. This Writer, who has very accurately 
defcribed the yaws, and diftinguifhed them from the lues ve- 
nerea, condemns falivation, violent fweating, and the ufe of 
drattics ; inftead of thefe, he advifes attenuants and aperients; 
together with the milder {udorifics, cathartics, and emetics. 

VII. Obfervations on the Ufe of Sponge, as a Peffary, in the Pro-w 
adentia Uteri. By Dr. GALLANDAT, of Flushing. The 
Doétor advifes the {ponge to be previoufly faftened to a piece of 
waxed filken thread, and fteeped in a mixture of equal parts of 
decoction of Peruvian bark, and camphorated fpirit of wine; 
or elfe in a decoétion of oak bark, pomegranate peel, and red 
rofes, with the addition of a Jittle crude allum, or lime-water. 
This method has alfo been attended with fuccefs, in cafes of an 
inveterate fluor albus. 

VIII. Objervations on the different Quantities of Rain fallen, 
and Degrees of Evaporation at different Diflances from the Surface 
of the Earth. By C. BrRuyNinGs. 

After mentioning the experiments on the former of thefe fubs 
jects, of which Dr. Heberden has given an account in the Phi- 
lofophical Tranfactions (Vol. LXLX, Part II. p. 359.), Mr. B. 
relates the refult of his own; which were made, in a fimilar 
manner, with two apparatufes of equal fize; one of which wags 
placed on a ftand, in a garden, 10 Rhynland feet from the fur. 
face of the earth ; and the other, on the roof of the houfe, 682 
Rhynland feet from the ground; fo that the difference of height 
was 58: Rhynl. feet, or about 60 feet ¢ inch Englifh mea- 
fure. By a regifter, kept from May 1776 to May 1777, it ap- 
peared that the quantity of rain, fallen on the roof ot the houfe, 
amounted to 15 inches 7% lines; whereas that fallen in the 
gardep, was 20 inches § lines. But, though this proportion 
was the refult of a year’s obfervation, it varied very much in 

different months: in May 1776, the quantity on the roof of the 
houfe was 133 lines, and that in the garden, 22 lines; but in 
the month of Auguft, the former was 43, and the latter 46 
lines. Mr. B. kept likewife a comparative account of the quan- 
tities of evaporation, in the fame places, during the fame months, 
and found that, on the roof of the houfe, it amounted to 36 
inches 1j line; and in the garden, to 22 inches 102 lines. But 


this proportion alfo varied in different months: for in Auguft, 
| the 






























































é 
138 FoREIGN LITERATURE. 


the quantities of evaporation were 70 and 44 lines, and in De. 
cember, they were 11 and 2 lines. 

IX. Defcription of a Fartus of eight Months, with an unber- 
forated Anus: with two Cafes of Children borm with the fame 
Defeét, in whom it was removed by an Operation. By Dr.C, 
G. WaGLER, of Brun{wick. 

X. An Account of a Stone of an uncommon Size, found in the 
Bladder cf a Woman. By Ur. J. Rocquertre, of Haerlem. 

This calculus, which was taken out upon diffeGion, mea- 
fured 4% inches in length, 2; inches in thicknefs, and weighed 
rr ounces [roy. 

XI. Obfervation on the Redu&ien and Cure of the Clubfoot in 
Children. “By J. VANDER Haar. 

The method and apparatus here recommended, are much the 
fame with thofe de{cribed by Mr. Ch. White, in his Chirargical 
Cafes. 

XID. Account of the Cure of a Fungus on the Upper Lip, by an 
Application of Sp. Salis ALarini. By G. J. Van Wy, Surgeon 
in Amfterdam. 

XIII. Thermometrical Obfervations in “fapan, in the Years 1775 
and 1776. By Profeflor U. P. THunsBerG, of Upfal. 

Thefe obfervations were made in the land of Dezima, near’ 
Nagafaki, in the fouthern part of Japan, with a thermometer 
adapted to Fahrenheit’s feale, The greateft warmth obferved was 
in the month of Augult, when for feveral days the mercury rofe 
to 98°: and the fevereft cold was on the 2oth of January, in 
the morning, when the mercury ftood at 35°; though in the 
preceding night it had failen below the freezing point. 

XIV. Account of a Roman Altar dug up in the City of Utrecht. 
By Profeflor Saxe. 

The infcription on this monument of antiquity, which was 
difcovered in 1778, is much defaced ; but from the fmall part of 
it {till legible, the Profeflor is of opinion that it was ereéted, 
pro falute et reditu Antonini, by whom he thinks is meant Anto- 
ninus Caracalius, whofe name, as well as that of his father Sep- 
timius Severus, has been found on feveral Romaa antiquities dif- 
covered in the United Provinces. | 

This account, which is drawn up in Latin, difplays great 
erudition. ‘T’he learned Profeffor congratulates the age in which 
he lives on this important difcovery, and his fellow citizens in 
particular, that their city is now redeemed from its primitive 
obfcurity, by this'irrefragable proof of its having been the place 
of a Roman fettlement. Now, we doubt much whether the in- 
habitants of Utrecht, confidering their prefent military {pirit, 
will think themfelves much honoured, by learning that their 
anceitors were drubbed and turaed out of doors by the Ro- 


mans. 
¢ The 
























ForEIGN LITERATURE. 139 


The other article in the firft Part of the Twentieth volume, 

is An Effay on the Oculus Mundi, by Dr. M. Houttuyn, of 

Amfterdam. This ftone, which by fome is named Lapis Hydro- 

hanus, and is vulgarly called the Cat’s-eye, becomes tranfparent, 
and undergoes a change of colour upon being put into water. 

The fecond Part of the Twentieth volume contains a great 
number of Memoirs upon various fubjefts. Of thefe the prin- 
cipal are the following: 

Differtation on the Influence of the Moon on. the Barometer and 
ihe Weather. By the Rev. JEAN SENEBIER, of Geneva. 

From his own obfervations, as well as from the Meteorolo- 
cical Tables of the Academies of Berlin, Peterfburg, and Paris, 
Mr, S. has deduced feveral rules for predicting the weather, 
from the moon’s place in the ecliptic, and her relative fituation 
with refpect to the earth. 

Objervations and Calculations concerning the Conjun@ion of Ve- 
nus and Mercury, on the 18th of May,1778. By M. MEcHAIN. 

Comparative View of the Refults of feveral Obfervations made on 
the Eclipfe of the Sun, on the 25th of Fuly 1748. By the fame. 

difje tation on the Zoftera Marina of Linnaeus. By the Rev. 

M. Marriner. 

This weed is found in great abundance in the Zuyder Zee, or 
that arm of the fea which lies between North Holland and 
Friefland. It is of confiderable ufe in conftru€ting the banks, 
which preferve thofe provinces from inundation, One peculiar 
circumftance here related, is, that when lighters are laden with 
it, the fumes arifing from it will affect the lightermen with a 
violent pain in the eyes, and even with temporary blindnefs. 
What is moft extraordinary is, that thefe effects are felt in thofe 
parts of the veffel, that are to windward of the lading, while in 
thofe to leeward no inconvenience is perceived. 

Chirurgical Cafes. By D. VAN GESSCHER. 

On the Air Veffels in Plants. By M. SWAGERMAN. 

Obfervations on Refpiration. By Dr. AboLPHUs YPEY. 

_ This eflay difcovers great phyfiological knowledge, and a ju- 
cicious fpirit of inveftigation. For thefe reafons, and becaufe 
of fome animadverfions on Dr. Prieftley’s theory of refpiration, 
fome account of it may not be unacceptable to our Readers. 

Fis firft fection treats of the connection between refpiration 
and life. TTnis, he obferves, obtains univerfally: for though 
fome animals may live much longer than others in a partial va- 
cuum, yet even to thefe, the fumes of fulphur, fixed air, and air 
contaminated by refpiration, are very foon fatal. 

‘Ia all hot animals, the immediate caufe of death, upon 
the ceafing of refpiration, is the obftru€tion of the circulation 
through the lungs, by which the blood is accumulated in the 
right ventricle of the heart, and in the brain, and prevented from 
purfuing 
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purfuing its ufual courfe to the left ventricle. But in amphi- 
bious animals, the pulmonary artery is a branch of the aorta; 
and, in other refpects, the conftruction of their lungs varies 
little from thofe of the former ciafs. Hence we may conclude, 
that in amphibious, as’ wel] as tn bot animals, the circulation 
of the blood through the lunys is obftruéted by the infpiration 
of contaminated air; but it may juftly be afked, why this is fo 
immediately fatal to thofe animals whofe lungs are fiwated out 
of the main courfe of circulacion, and act as feparate vilcera? 
To this it may be anfwered, that in thefe animals, the pulmo- 
nary artery conftitutes a confiderable part of the aorta, and there- 
fore receives a large portion of the blood, ejected by every fyf- 
tole of the heart; hence, when the Jungs are rendered incapable 
of affording a paflage to the blood, a plethora immediately en- 
fues in the larger veffels ; by which the heart and brain are im- 

ded in their functions, and fuffocation is produced. Some- 
thing of the kind may be obferved in the human body, which 
may ferve as an illuftration of this reafoning. If a large aneurifm, 
in the carotid or fubclavian arteries, be fuddenly comprefl-d, a 
fainting enfues, by which the patient’s life isendangered. Now, 
if the mere preflure of an enlarged artery, by caufing an accu- 
mulation of blood, can prove thus inftantly fatal to man; can 
we wonder, that in frogs, and other amphibious animals, death 
fhould be the immediate confequence of a fudden obftruction of . 
circulation, through fo confiderable a vefiel as the pulmonary 
artery, which is deitined to receive a large portion of the blood 
‘expelled by the hear: ?’ 

Dr. YPeY next attempts to refolve the celebrated Problema 
Harveyanum; Why anew born animal, which, im utero, has 
Jived in the midit of a fluid, fhould be fuffocated, if, af er hav- 
ing breathed a few times, it be again immerled in a fluid? He 
is not fatished with the folution of this qucftion by Haller, who 
attributes its death merely to the blood being obitructed in its 
pafllage through the lungs; which produces {uffucation, in the 
fame manner, though not fo fuddenly, as in a full grown ani- 
mal. Our Author obferves, that this {olution fuppofes a greater 
alteration, than can take place in fo fhort a time ; that by being 
immeried in water, after having breathed a few times, the ani- 
mal is only reftored to the ftate in which it was in utero; for 
though the paflage through the lungs be obftru€ted, the foramen 
ovale, and the arterial canal till remain unclofed, and have the 
fame capacity of tranfmitting the blood, that they had before 
refpiration. As therefore before the animal had breathed, the 
blood was conveyed through thefe apertures, from the right to 
the left ventricle of the heart; why thould they not refume their 
function, when refpiration is impeded ? 
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¢ In a feetus which has never breathed, the left ventricle of 
the heart immediately receives the blood ra a the right, through 
the foramen ovale, without its being obftructed by any oppo- 
fite ftream from the lungs, which are entirely empty: but, as 
foon as an animal has breathed, the lungs are filled with blood, 
and tranimit to the left ventricle of the heart a conftant current, 
which continues for fome time, even after the animal has been 
again immerfed in water. Refpiration being thus impeded, the 
blood of the right ventricle is ftopped in its new paflage through 
the pulmonary veins, and muft refume its old courfe through the 
‘foramen ovale, and arterial canal. But in the former, it 1s ob- 
ftructed by an influx of blood from the lungs; the blood is 
therefore neceffarily driven to the arterial canal; but this not 
being fufficiently large to give an immediate paflage to fo great 
a volume, an accumulation of blood takes place, circulation 
ceafes, and fuffocation enfues ; and in new born animals, whofe 
nervous fyftem is exceedingly irritable, the leait impediment to 
circulation is immediately fatal.’ 

In the following fection, Dr. Y. enquires into the caufe of 
the death of animals in air contaminated by refpiration. ‘This 
he afcribes, not to any diminution of the denfity and elafticity 
of this air, but merely to its being loaded with acrid particles, 
of a poifonous nature ; which, acting as a {timulus upon the ex- 
tremities of the fmaller pulmonary arteries, contract thefe veilels, 
and impede the circulation. 

With refpe& to the utility of refpiration, Dr. Y. obferves, 
that in all animals furnifhed with lungs, the quantity of blood 
depends on the conftruction of thefe vilcera, that {rom their mo- 
tion, the pulmonary veflels contribute more than all the reft to- 
gether, to the formation of perfect globules of blood ; hence he 
concludes, that the chief ufe of the lungs confilts in preparing 
that abundance of blood, which ts neceflary to hot animals, 

He thinks that the lungs alfo greatly contribute to animal 
heat; but this he confiders merely as a confequence of the ful- 
nefs of the veflels; by which the pulfations of the arteries are 
rendered more frequent, and the friétion of the blood againft the 
coats of the {malkr vefiels is conficerably increafed. 

Our Author profefles a very great refpe&t for Dr. Priefiley; 
but thinks that from not fufficiently diftinguithing between the 
neceflity and the utility of refpiration, he has fometimes been 
led into wrong dedu@tions. Dr. P. concludes, that the ufe of 
the lungs is to > difcharge the putrid effuvia, or phlogifton, which 
had been conveyed into the body with the food. ‘This opinion, 
according to Dr. Ypey, is by no means new: it differs from 
that of Galen, only as it is accommodated to the forms of mo- 
dern phyfics. Befide, this is an office not pocusine to the lungs ; 


for every animal excretion (as fweat, urine, &¢.) ferves to carry 
off 
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off pHlogifton from the body ; and air expired from the lungs 
contains this principle, only becaufe it is impregnated with an 
animal fluid. Dr. Y. acknowledges that the accidental dif. 
charge of phlogifton, by refpiration, is of great utility 5 as Na- 
ture neglects no means of evacuating whatever, in the animal 
fyftem, might incline ,to putrefaction. ‘ The matter perfpired 
in the hands and feet of many perfons, is of a nature fimilar to 
that expelled from the lungs; nay, in fome, it is much more 
acrid, and faturated with phlogifton: upon any obftruction of 
this, dangerous diforders enfue. But fhall we therefore con- 
clude, that the ufe of thefe parts confifts in this excretion ?’ 

Upon Dr. Priefley’s experiments on the efiaets of different 
kinds of air in altering the colour of the blood, and his deduc- 
tions from them, Dr. Ypey makes the following obfervations : 

‘ Thefe experiments relate only to cold congealed blood, 
which was perfe€tly quiefcent, in which the ferum was fepa- 
rated, and the globules compacted. This is very different from 
the ftate of blood circulating in the veflels Of animals, which is 
fluid, warm, and mixt with thinner fluids, Befide, this con- 
gealed blood muft be, for fome time, expofed to the air, before 
its colour is altered by it; whereas the blood circulating in the 
body is carried through the lungs in a very fhort {pace of time.’ 
He therefore thinks, that from the effets of air upon congealed 
blood, no conclufive inference can be drawn, with refpect to the 
operation of the lungs, in affeCting the colour of blood circulat- 
ing in the body. 

Though he allows that, from the ation of the lungs being 
impeded, the arterial blood may, in fome degree, lofe its florid 
colour; yet it has never been proved that this circumftance is 
the immediate caufe of death. He admits that the florid colour 
of the arterial blood may contribute greatly to a found and 
healthy conititution; but he cannot, without full demonftration, 
think it eflential to life; 2s many confumptive, fcorbutic, ard 
cachectical patients live for a confiderable time, though their 
blood be much vitiated and corrupted, 

According to Dr. Prieftley’s experiments, blood congealed in 
a bladder, acquired a coating of a florid red colour. Now,,if 
the caufe of this alteration exifted in the air, and could pene- 
trate the bladder; and if the florid colour of blood, in the body, 
depend upon the fame principle; it would be able alfo to pent- © 
trate the fkin, and would tinge the venal blood, which lies clofe 
under it, with the fame colour as in the lungs: but what flows 
from a puncture of the fkin is always of that deep red peculiar 
to the venal blood. If it be contended, that this effeét of air 
cannot penetrate through the fkin; why does not the blood, 
flowing from fuch a punéture, aflume the colour of arterial 
blood, immediately upon its being expofed to the action of the 
air? 
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sir? as Dr. P. muft fuppofe to be the cafe in the lungs, where, 
from the rapidity of circulation, the blood paffes, in an inftant, 
through the fmalleft veffels, But as the alteration of colour, 
from the action of the air, requires a confiderable {pace of time, 
Dr. Y. concludes, that the florid rednefs of arterial blood, and 
that produced by the air on the furface of congealed blood, are 
eircumftances totally different, and which have no connection 
with each other. 

Dr. YPEY obferves, that as the blood is the parent of all the 
fluids fecreted in the animal f{yftem, to fay, as Dr. P. does, that 
“one great ufe of the blood is to difcharge the phlogifton, with 
which the animal fyftem abounds,” is, in fat, aflerting, that it 
was Created to remove an effect, which could never have been 
produced without it, and which arifes folely from the nature 
and motion of the blood itfelf. 

It is alfo afferted by Dr. Y. that no certain conclufion, with 
refpect to the ftate of patients, can be made, from the colour 
which their blood affumes, after being expofed to the air. In 
difeafes attended with very little danger, the blood is fometimes 
covered with an inflammatory coat, fo that no red can be dif- 
cerned : fometimes, alfo, thé blood remains without ferum, and 
without completely congealing, while the furface, expofed to the 
air, aflumes a mixture of various colours ; though the patient be in 
no very dangerous ftate; for though this be the ufual appearance 
of the blood in violent inflammations of the lungs, and in malig- 
nant putrid fevers; yet it has often beea obferved in flight pains 
in the fide, and even in common colds, On the other hand, in 
violent inflammatory cafes, a very clear and florid red blood, is a 
certain fymptom of invincible malignity, and a fign of approach- 
ing death. 

The remaining memoirs in this volume are—/ fecond Differta- 
tion on the Nature and Moral Expediency of inoculating the Small 
Pox. By C. A. KLOEKHOFF. 

Defcription of feveral uncommon Fifbes from ‘fapan. By Dr. 

» HoutTTuynN. 

Prize-Differtation on the bef? Methods of improving the Under- 


fianding and Morals of the Common People. By A. B. Farpon, 


of Amtterdam. This is a fenfible performance: the means 
propofed are well adapted to the end, but the difficulty confifts 
in enforcing the general practice of them. Much indeed might 
be done to this important purpofe, if people in the middling 
ftations of life would condefcend to exert their influence in en- 
deavours to cultivate the intellects, and improve the morals of 
their inferiors ; but this, alas, is {carcely to be hoped, while the 
attention of perfons, in every rank, is engrofled by the ftudy 
and imitation of the follies and extravagancies of their fupe- 
F1OFS, 
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Defeription of two new Species of the Palm-tree. By Profeffor 
THUNBERG. Thefe are the Cycas and the Zamia, imported 
from Japan, and from the Cape of Good Hope. 





Of an hereditary Difeafe of the Eye, in a Family in the Vand of 


Wieringen. By the Rev. J. F. Martinet.—This difeafe is 
an inability to elevate the upper eye-lid ; and defcends from the 
parent to the children; three of the latter have been married 
into other families, and have each two children, one of whom 
has this defeét, and the other is free from it. 

Account of an Enteracele frrangulated within the Abdomen, at- 
tended with a Hydrccele. By Proteflor Van Geuns, of Harder- 
wyk. With Obdfervations on thefe Kinds of Ruptures, by Pro- 
feflor Bonn, of Amfterdam. The cafe here related is very 
fingular, and is illuftrated with a drawing of the Hernia, as it 
appeared upon diffe€tion, without which, indeed, it would not 
be eafy to give a complete idea of it.—Profeflor Bonn’s obferva- 
tions difplay a very extenfive knowledge of the fubject; and the 
ingenuous and unafluming manner in which they are offered, 
manifefts a difpofition happily adapted to improve the praétice of 
medicine and furgery, which, of all arts and profeffions, are the 
moft immediately neceflary to alleviate the miferies to which 
mortal Acfh is heir. 

_ We cannot clofe this Article, without obferving that the So- 
ciety has propofed the following queftion, to be anfwered before 
January 1, 1786: 

“* How far can Dr. Crawford’s theory of fire and heat be ei- 
*¢ ther eftablifhed or confuted by experiments ; and if, by thefe, 
*¢ i¢ fhould be even in part confirmed, in what re{peéts can it be 





‘6 applied to the inveftigation of the laws of fire?” M per 
td @ 





MONTHLY CATALOGUE, 
For AUGUST, 178s. 


PoLITICAL. 


Art. 11. An Effay on the adtual Refources for eftablifbing the Fi- 


nances of Great Britain; by George Craufurd, Efq. 8vo. 2s. 6d. 
Debrett. 1785. 


LL that we.can colle& from a long feries of loofe, general affer- 
tions, or propofitions, not brought home to any {pecific, clear 
operation in finance, may be fummed up in a few words ; that the 
eitablifnment of a finking fund to arife from a furplus of taxes for 
the gradual repayment of public debts, is a chimerical projec 
founded on error, and cannot be too foon renounced ; that ‘ the na- 
tional debt is an excrefcence on the body politic, and fo inherent to 
the conftitution from its nature, that its growth has even prevented 
worfe diforders from taking place ; an operation therefore to reduce 
it, is impolitic and dangerous, while cutting it off would attack the 
principles 
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rinciples of life :’? and that our refources ought to confift in borrow- 
jng money without new taxes, and without any view or intention 
of repaying the loans *. Such of our Readers who with for a farther 
delineation of this plan, muft be referred to the Efay; which they 
will fnd to be drawn out with more ability than might be expected 

om this flight fketch of its outline. | 
: IRELAND, &. ! N. 
Art. 12. The Heads of Mr. Fox’s Speech: Containing the Argu- 

ments he oppofed to the Fourth Irifh Propofition, in a Committee 

of the whole Houfe of Commons, May 23, 1785. To which is 
added, a Correct Lift of the Minority in the Houfe of Commons 
on Mr. Chancellor Pitt’s Irith Propofitions. 8vo. 1s. Debrett. 

Art. 13. 4 Candid Review of Mr. Pitt's Twenty Refolutions. 

Addreffed to the People of Ireland. 8vo. 2s. Debrett. 

Art. 14. A Letter from an Irifh Gentleman in London, to his 
Friend in Dublin, on the propofed Syftem of Commerce. 8vo. 
is. Debrett. 1785. 

All thefe pamphlets are calculated to explain the intended com- 
mercial regulations as fubverfive of the lately declared independency 
of the legiflature in !reland: but—peace be to the memory of this 
difth of minifterial cookery! itis all fpoilt and thrown away. It was 
firft compounded upon fpeculation in England, fent over to Ireland 
to be tafted, and then received back to be hafhed, feafoned, ftewed, 
and garnifhed for immediate ufe. Neverthelefs, whether the ingre- 
dients were originally of bad quality, whether they were ill pro- 
portioned, or unfuitable to each other, or whether the failure of the 
experiment is to be afcribed to the caprice and perverfenefs of hu- 
man palates, which though we are told they are not to be difputed 
abont, yet it fo happened that the qualities of the difh in quetftion 
gave occafion for an uncommon torrent of difputation. People 
made wry faces at it both here and there, through every ftage of the 
bufinefs ; and, at laft, when it was ferved up tothe Hibernian guetts, 
as a mafter-piece of culinary art, they, without the leaft ceremony, 
flung the whole mefs in the faces of the cooks, leaving them to wipe 
their clothes, and cure their fcalds, as well as they can. N 

ARTs and MANUFACTURES. , 

Art. 15. The prefent State of the Manufacture of Salt explained; 
and a new Mode fuggetted of refining Britifh Salt, fo as to render 
it equal or fuperior to the fineft Foreign Salt. ‘To which is fub- 
joined, A Plan for abolifhing the prefent Duties and Reftristions 
on the Manufa@ure of Salt, and for fubftituting other Duties lefs 
burdenfome to the Subjeéts, more beneficial to the Revenue, and 
better qualified to promote the Trade of Great Britain. By the 
Earl of Dundonald. 8vo. 2s. Cadell. 1785. 

Lord Dundonald reprefents, that, in refining rock falt, the fame 
Procefs will obtain eight times the quantity that can be procured 
from fea water. Hence his Lordfhip juitly complains of the legal re- 
fridions impofed on refihing rock falt; and that Ireland fhould be 
enabled to refine our falt, and {muggle it over to Britain, at a cheaper 
rate than we can prepare it for ourfelves: for they import it duty 

_- ee ate 
* But where fhall we find /enders on fuch terms? 
Rey, Aug. 1785. 4 free, 
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free, and ufe our coals at a lefs duty than we are permitted to fupply 
ourfelves at. He explains the caufe why common Britifh falt is unfig 
for curing: butter, meat, and fifh, and defcribes an eafy operation 
for purifying it from thofe bitter naufeous falts that debafe it. He 
maintains, ‘ that falt may be made one half cheaper from rock falt 
difflolved in fea water, than from fea water alone: that home-made 
falt may be made of equal or fuperior purity to foreign falt: and, 
that falt may become a great article of exportation from this king. 
dom.’ 

His Lordthip thews, that {muggling of falt is carried on to a great 
extent, for which he propofes a like remedy with that applied to the 
article tea, by transferring the duties, and paying an equivalent in 
fome other fhape by a comyutation tax. -A revival of the hearth 
tax is what he recommends for this purpofe; but as the quantity of 
falt ufed in the various manufactures we wear, and at the table, 
are paid for in very {mall proportions in the price of the refpective 
articles, it is to be feared, that though the ufe of falt is clearly more 
general than that of tea, the tax will be much more fenfibly felt, 
than the abatement of price in al] the modifications of its ufe. For 
inftance, if bakers ufe one pound of falt to a bufhel of flour, what 
reduction of price can we hope for in a quartern loaf, by releafing 
that-pound from the duty *? A queftion that may be applied to ale 
moft every other article of confumption in the preparation of which 
falt is a neceflary ingredient. ‘This may fuggeit the reafon why fale 
has in all countries been efteemed the moft proper article for taxa- 
tion ; it being {carcely poffible to point out any other that bears on 
the Public fo equally, and therefore fo lightly. ° 
Art. 16. Account of the Qualities and Uses of Coal Tar and Coal 

Varnifo. With Certificates from Ship Matters and others. By 

the Earlof Dundonald. 8vo. 1s. Wilkie. 17985. 

From the teitimonies of a number of fhip mafters and workmen, 
who have made trial of this mineral tar, or bitumen, it appears to 
be far better calculated to preferve wood and iron, as well at land 
as in water, than vegetable tar ; with this peculiar advantage, that it 
will mot admit or harbour thofe worms that prove fo fatal to thips 
bottoms at fea. 

Should all this be farther eftablifhed, of which, if any credit be 
due to the evidence that has already appeared, there can be little 
doubt, a great faving both of money, and, what is of infinitely 
greater value, human lives, will refult from the ufe of this material, 
by fuperfeding the neceflity of fheathing fhips of war with copper 
A coat of metal mutt add great weight to the veffel, and reflection 
will readily difpofe us to believe the affertion, that it fo effectually 
conceals accidents and decays under water, that fhips have been ir- 
recoverably loit, before any fufpicion was entertained of the defect 
that occafioned its deftruétion. 

From all thefe circumftances, added to its being produced and 
manufactured at home, and to reward the ingenious and indefatigable 
promoter of it, Lord Dundonald, we may hope that the ufe of it 
will foon take place of the importation of vegetable tar from abroad ; 





* Take off the price alfo, and fupply the baker gratis/ i 
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and overcome the ignorant obftinacy that oppofes every departure 
ym eltablifhed cuftoms. 

" La w. N. 

Art.17. Abfraét of the Budget; or Ways and Means for the 
Year 1785. Giving the effential Particulars of every Claufe in 
the various Acts, impofing the following -Daties ;—viz. Retail 
Shops, Servants, Batchelors, Game, Gloves, Attorneys, Pawn- 
brokers, Coach-makers, Wheel-carriages, Poft-horfes, Hawkers, 
&c. Alfo a Lift of the new Commiffioners, &c. By a Gentle- 
man of the Temple. 12mo. 1s. Ridgway. . JS 
Ufeful for all who would not, through ignorance of the law, be- 

come liable to its penalties. We fhall here fupply a deficlency in 

this publication, regarding a point wherein many of our Readers 
may be interetted, viz. an ambiguous claufe in the Servant’s A&, in 
favour of perfons who have, jiving with them, two children, or 
rand-children, under the age of fourteen. Such perfons are, by the 
A@, allowed one female fervant, duty free; but the fenfe of this 
exemption nor being, therein, clearly afcertained, an at fince 
pafled, by which it is declared, that all perfons having two fuch 
children, and two female fervants, fhall be liable to pay the tax for 
only one of the two; #. e. to be affefled the fame as thofe who have 
only one fervant. And thofe who have, as above, two children, 
but keep only one fuch fervant, fhall be wholly exempted. In like 
proportion, if they have four or more children under fourteen, they 

are to be exempted payment for oe female fervant, for every swo 

fuch children. 

Art. 18. 4 Supplement to the Invefligation of the Native Rights of 
Britifh Subje&s. By Francis Plowden, Efq. 8vo. 2s. 6d. Bald- 
win, &c. 1785. 

The point of law difcuffed in this pamphlet, and in that to which 
itis a fupplement *, is, whether by the law of Kagland, as it now 

is, a perfon born of Englith parents out of the allegiance of the King 

of England, whofe father was attainted of high treafon at the time 

of his birth, is enabled by the 25th of Edward III. or otherwife, to 

take an inheritance within any part of his Majefty’s dominions? The 

Author maintains the affirmative, and here fupports his firft argu- 

ment by feveral additional reafons and authorities. The whole is 

written with great precifion and perfpicuity. e 

Art. 19. The Law Direéory for the Year 1784. Containing 
an Alphabetical Liit of the Names and Places of Abode of the \t- 
torniés refiding in London and Weitminiter, Borough of South- 
wark, and their Environs3 and in the Cities, principal Villages, 
and Market Towns, in England and Wales. By R. Stainbank, 
of Clifford’s Inn, Gent. 8vo. 1s. Jones. ; 
A ufeful undertaking ; to be renewed annually. ‘ 

BIOGRAPHY. 


Art.20. The Life of Samuel Fobnfon, LL.D. with occafional 
Remarks on his Writings; an authentic Copy of his Will, a Ca- 
talogue of his Works, and a Fac Si. ile of his Hand Writing. 
(The Second Edition, with confiderable Additions and Correc- 
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* See Rev. Dec. 1784, p. 477. 
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tions.) To which is added, Johnfoniana; or a Selection of Dr, 

"> malo Bon Mots, Obfervations, &c. moft of which were never 

efore publifhed. 1zmo. 2s. 6d. Kearfley. 

Hattily written, and as haftily publifhed. The firft edition ap. 
peared a few days after the death of the Doctor—fome of the mittakes, 
which it contained, have been corrected in this fecond.—But thofe 
readers, who require in biography elegant writing, and a clear ftate- 
ment of facts, will not be contented with this life of Johnfon. The 
fac fimile is curious ; and the papers relative to the unfortunate Dr, 





Dodd well merited publication. 
| EDUCATION. B-r-y 
| Art. 21. 4 Plan for Education delineated and vindicated: To 


which are added, a Letter to a young Gentleman defigned for the 
P Univerfity, and for holy Orders; and a fhort Differtation upon 
the ftated Provifion, and reafonable Expeétations, of public Teach. 
ers. By George Croft, D. D. Vicar of Arncliff, Matter of Bre- 
wood School, and Chaplain to the Right Hon. the Earl of Elgin. 
8vo. 1s. 6d. Wolverhamptom printed, and fold in London by 

B. Law. 1784. 

This pamphlet is republifhed, with confiderable additions, froma 
former edition, of which notice was taken in Rev. Vol. LIV. 
p. 488. It feems chiefly intended to recommend claflical education, 
and to inform the Public with refpeét to the mode of inftruétion 
adopted in the Author’s School. We meet with little, in this piece, 
of general utility, which hath not Leen advanced by former writers 
on this fubject. EB. 
Art. 22. The Female Guardian. Defigned to correé&t fome of 

the Foibles incident to Girls, and fupply them with innocent 

Amufement for their Hours of Leifuree By a Lady. 12mo. 

is. 6d. fewed. Marfhall. 1784. 

A great many ufeful fubje&ts, moral and prudential, are here 
touched upon, in a natural and eafy manner, under the form of cha- 
raters and dialogues. ‘The book is very proper to be put into the 
hands of girls eight or ten years old. E 

POETRY. . 
Art. 23. The Pious Incendiaries; or Fanaticifm difplayed. A 
Poem. ByaLady. 4to. 5s. Hooper. 
7. * Among the city Chiefs, but one 
Appeared to feel the mifchief done. 
The ret, like fnails, crept into fhell, 
And flept fecure, till all was well. 
But Wilkes, more hardy, fearing nought, 
A. tribe of city foldiers brought, 
Fir’d among their rear and flank, 
Shot faints *, like larks, and fav’d the Bank.’ 

This lady talks of f/aint-/hooting with fo much glee, that very little 
exercife would qualify her to engage in the fport, and make her a 
complete mark{woman. 

« Thus we defcribe, by help of Mufe, 
What dreadful confeguence enfues, . 
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* Lord George Gordon’s mob, in the year 1780. 
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Where Saints take arms in Sin’s defpite, 
And fight, like Demons, for new light.’ 

This poetical Amazon is, however, a match for any of them; and 
can fight, like a Demon, without the help of any Mufe that was 
ever yet invoked by Poets or Poeteffes of antient or of modern fame, 

‘ Such the Devil, and fuch his helpmate, 
That each the other could exculpate ; 

The one from other drew fuch extract 

Of likenefs, it became a contrac, 

So clofely knit, like brick and mortar, 
Cemented, that not wind or water 

Could to foundation penetrate, 

Or one from vother feparate. 

Each knew he had a foul to forfeit, 

And that co-partners fhar’d in profit: 
Like Indian Heathen, who, fome fay, 
Thro’ fear, to Devil homage pay. 

So thought our Saints, ’twere beft be civil, 
And out of fear pay court to Devil.’ : 

Thus the Devil runs, or rather hobbles, through the whole of this 
poem ; while every page unfolds the fource of our Author’s infpiration, 

We are forry that we cannot, without manifeft and di/bone/t par- 
tiality, give a more favourable reprefentation of this performance ; 
efpecially as we underftand that it is the coup d’efai of a young ge- 
nius, whofe /ex hath a natural claim on the gallantry and politenefs 
of our’s: but the decifion of the courts of criticifm, like cthofe of the 
laws of the realm, muft be influenced by xo con/iderations, but fuch 


as have their foundation in TRUTH and JUSTICE. -A- 


Art. 24. Pidture/que Poetry: conlifting of Poems, Odes, and 
Elegies on various Subjects. By the late Rev. S. ‘l'eafdale, Mi- 
nifter of the Englifh Chapel, Dundee. 8vo. 3s. Robinfon. 
We cannot praiie this poetry, and we are unwilling to condemn 

it, becaufe the book is publifhed for the benefit of the Author’s 

widow and children. We would therefore recomynend it to the be- 
nevolent Reader to buy, read, and judge for himfelf. It may be 
three fhillings well laid out. 

Art, 25. Prebationary Odes. By the various Candidates for the 
Office of Poet Laureat to his Majefty, in the room of W. White- 
head, Efq; deceafed. 8vo. 1s. 6d. Ridgeway. 1785. 

We lament that genius fhould ever be proftituied to the low de- 
figns of party. We are forry when it fervilely crouches at the fhrine 
ef power; and we regret that it fhould exbautt its vigour in fruitlefs 
efforts to fan the flame of difappointed faction. 

We with the very ingenious Aathor of thefe burlefque Odes better 
employment than that in which he bath, of late, chofen to difplay 
his excellent talents ; and we with him a better recompente than the 
tage of Oppofition will ever be able to procure him. 

But if the Poet is determined, at all events, to lath the Miniftry, 
‘and to hang up to ridicule the friends of Government, from Sir Cecil 
Wray to Mr. Wraxal, let him gratify his humour, and we will hear- 
ttly join in the laugh with him, where there is any thing that fairly 
deferves a laugh: but let him not miftake profanenefs for wit; nor 
L 3 take 
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make Mofes or Solomon anfwerable for the anomalies of Sir Richarg 
Hill. 


Several of thefe fiGtitious candidates for the laurel are made to 
fpeak too much in the fame ftyle *: they all fwell with the fame 
tumour of poetry ; and burit into fimilar ftrains of wild and furious 
infpiration. 

EY Yd We mutt however except Mr. Macpherfon; who, carrying the 
Mufe of Song back into ether t mes, fings, like his own Offian, 

fA-228 in the long forgotten hall of the King of Morven. ‘ Hark ! ’tis 
the difmal found, that echoes on thy roofs, O Cornwall! ... The 
Great Council is met to fix the feats of the chofen Chiefs; their 
voices refound in the gloomy hall of Rufus, like the roaring winds 
of the cavern..... The friends of Gavelfo hung their heads. How 
were the mighty fallen! - Lift up thy face, Dunda/s, like the brazen 
fhield of thy chieftain! Thou art bold to confront difgrace, and 
fhame is unknown tothy brow. But tender is the youth of thy 
Jeader, who droopeth his head like a faded lily. Leave not Pitzoin 
the day of defeat, when the chiefs of the counties fly from him like 
the herd from the galled deer. The friends of Pitto are fled. He 
is alone. He layeth himfelf down in defpair, and fleep knits up 
his brow, Soft were his dreams on the green bench. Lo! the fpirit 
of Fenky arofe, pale as the mift of the morn. ‘Twifted was his long 
Jank form. His eyes winked as he whifpered to the child in the 
cradie—** Rife, he fayeth—Arife, bright babe of the dark clofet! 
The fhadow of the throne fhall cover thee, like the wings of a hen, 
{weet chicken of the back-ftair brood !” 

This is tolerable burlefgue.—But there is no truth in it.—The 
pleafant Author, perhaps, will laugh at the grave remark ; for what 
hath a man of wit to do with punétilios of this fort? His end is to 
divert the reader; and if that end be anfwered, we mutt be foes to 
our own amufement, if we queftion him too fcrupuloufly about the 
means ! 

pictoribus atque poétis 

Quidlibet audendi femper fait ht poteftas. pk. 

Art. 26. The Beauties of the Brinfleiad: or a Sketch of the Op- 

pofition. A Poem, interfperfed with Notes. No. I. 8vo. 1% 
Stockdale. 178c. 
‘ Heedlefs of plot, each bright, phofphoric fpark 
Of Brinfley’s wit thines brighter in the dark.’ 
* In the Scheol-for Scandal, that paragon of dramatic performances, 
the plot, if any, lies in the picture, as Bays’s jeft lay in the boots.’ 
We are glad to find a good joke any where. But we have in vain 
fought for one in the Brinfleiad. 

Art. 27. The Odfequies of Demetrius Poliorcetes. A Poem. By 

Anne Francis, Author of a poetical ‘T’ranflation of the Song of So- 

lomon. gto. 1s, 6d. Dodfley. 1785. 

This poem is of the Lyric kind, and is founded on the ac- 
count which Plutarch hath given us of the funeral of Demetrius, at 
the conclufion of the life of that celebrated monarch. ‘¢* There was 





a 


* This colle€tion comprehends only nine Numbers of thefe Odes ; 


but we underftand that 16 or 17 have been fucceflively publifhed. 
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fomething in it of theatrical folemnity,” as the great biographer ob- 
ferves; for his fon Antigonus, underitanding that his afhes were 
conveying from the caftle of the Cherfonefus in Syria (where he had 
been imprifoned three years before his death, by Seleucus) to Coe 
rinth, for interment, went wit: a noble fleet to the Ifles of the Ar- 
chipelagus to meet them, and caufed them to be depofited in an urn 
of mafly gold. All the cities where they touched in their paflage 
fent chaplets to adorn the urn, and deputed certain of the beft of 
their citizens in deep mourning to aflift at the funeral folemnity, 
The tears of Antigonus moved the univerfal compailion of the nu- 
merous {pectators. When the fleet approached the harbour of Co- 
rinth, the urn, covered with purple, and crowned with a royal dia 
dem, was placed on the poop of the admiral galley: an armed guard 
of young men ftood by; and the celebrated mufician Xenophantus 
began a mournful fong in praife of the deceafed, to which the 
rowers, in forrowful ejaculations, made re{ponfes, their oars keeping 
time with the doleful cadences of the mutic. 

We have not much praife to beftow on this poem. It neither 
roufes by its fpirit, nor foothes by its fweetnefs; it neither 
arrefts Our attention, nor awakens our affections. Yet it is not 
wholly deftitute of force or beauty ; and particular paflages may be 
felected, that fhew the Author to pofieis fome portion of poetical fire, 
though what is diffufed through the whole mafs is too languid, and 
tooobfcure, to entitle her to rank with the higher order of Lyric 
poets, 

‘ The minftrel tries the funeral lay, 

Each vocal pow’r he tries : 

The gently yielding air gives way, 

And the fad notes in flow fucceffion rife. = « 
Slow rife the mournful numbers from the main, 
And each touch’d heart reverberates the ftrain. 


The fkilful rowers ftrike the founding deep, 
Revive th’ expiring notes ; 
Their well-tim’d oars refponfive meafures keep 
And on the blue expanfe the trembling cadence floats, 
Now foar the bolder numbers {trong and clear, 
Pour from the main and ftrike the diflant ear; 


Higher mounts the ftrain and higher ! 
Varying modes the audience greet ; 
Still tones fymphonious fill the tuneful choir, 
Melodious breathing from the vocal fleet. 
From fhip to fhip the harmony prevails, 
And lift’ning zephyrs pant upon the fails, 
Demetrius’ warlike deeds the minftrel fings, 
His matchlefs prowefs, his defeat of Kings. 

‘The minftrel, Xenophantus, is made to perform the wonders of 
Timotheus. But where fhall we find a Dryden to defcribe them ? 
Art. 28. Verfes on the Death of Dr. Samuel Fohnfon. 4tos 18. Ode 

Dilly. 1785. 

In thefe lines we obferve a ftrength and correétnefs of conception 
and expreffion, not altogether unworthy of the diftinguifhed name 
they are intended to celebrate. 

L 4 E ° Axt. 
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Art. 29. Fobnfon’s Laurel: or Conteft of the Poets. A Poem, 


4to. 1s. Hooper. 1785. 

The prefent race of poets is here affembled before Apollo, to put 
in their refpeétive claims to the laurel of Johnion. ‘The idea is 
fupported with fome humour and {pirit. But, as we have not room 
in our crowded gallery for the whole group, and it might be 
thought invidious to admit only a part, we are under the neceflity of 
referring thofe, who are defirous of feeing the portraits, to the Au. 
thor’s own exhibition. ‘The names which he has diftinguifhed are 
Pratt, Whitehead, Mafon, Cumberland, Stratford, Topham, Tickell, 
Colman, Sheridan, Pye, Seward, and Hayley. The laurel is given 
to Hayley, and Seward is placed in Apoilo’s chair.—-Will not this 
lady feel herfelf awkwardly ftationcd, while her fifter-poets are kept 
behind the curtain? ‘ 
Art. 30. The Prof/ped?; or Re-union of Britain and America, 

A Poem. Addrefled to the Right Honourable William Pict. ato, 

1s. 6d. Bew. 

The good-humoured Mufe—if indeed any Mufe condefcends to 
concern herfelf with the politics of the day— pays her homage to the 
Minifter, in a fort of verfe little elevated in diction above humble 
profe, and predicts, under his aufpices, the {peedy arrival of the 
happy period When America fhall be again united to Britain. E. 
Art. 31. An Epifile from ‘Fohn Lord Ajbburton, in the Shades, 

to the Right. Hon. William P-tt, in the Sunthine; with Notes, 

Political, Critical, Hiftorical, and Explanatory. gto. zs. Mur 

ray, &Cv 1785. | 

Another political prophecy, which with fome humour, and much 
abufe, predicts the fpeedy downfal of the prefent minilter, and his 
friends. °. 
Art. 32. The [Vanderer; or, Edward to Eleonora, A Poem 

4to. Is. 6d. Kearfley. 1786. 

The difappointments and diftreifes of love are here expreffed with 
an ardour of paflion, elegance of language, and harmony of num- 
bers, which entitle the Writer to a coniiJrable fhare of praife, in 
the walk of lilegiac poetry. It is not eafy to do juftice to the piece 
by an extract ; but thofe who are delighted with the tender {trains of 
a Hammond, will not read this poem without pleafure. . 
Art. 33. The Emigrant; a Poem, By J. Ireland. gto. Is, 

Richardfon and Urquhart, 

The Author of this poem pleads the privilege of youth: and we 
are fo far inclined to allow his plea, that we admit the morality, 
and the fentiment of the piece, as fome excufe for the profaic turn 
of the language, and for the occafional admiffion of low and vulgar 
phrafes, which a riper judgment and mare delJicate tafte would have 
ftruck out. E 

NoveEts. ; 
Art. 34. The Vale of Glendor; or Memoirs of Emily Weft- 
hrook. 12mo. 2 Vols. ss. fewed. Noble. 

We here meet with a novel, which both in defign and execution, 
has a confiderable thare of merit. In a correct and pleafing flyle, it 
yelates an interelting tale, adapted to afford a ufeful warning to 

| young 
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ng females, at their entrance upon the world, againft hafty and 
incautious confidence. " 
Art. 35. The Coalition: or Family Anecdotes. By Mrs. Boys. 
1zmo, 2 Vols. 6s. fewed. Printed at the Logographic Prefs. 
Bew. 1785. 
Neither the labour of the Author, nor the ingenuity of the Printer, 


will, we apprehend, be able to preferve this tedious tale from obli- 
* 


vion. 

Art. 36. 4una; or, Memoirs of a Welch Heirefs: interfperfed 
with Anecdotes of a Nabob. izmo. 4 Vols. 10s. fewed. Lane. 
Thefe volumes, though by no means written with the elegance or 

fpirit of Cecilia, of which they appear to be an imitation, have a 

fuflicient variety of character and incident to keep up the reader’s at- 

tention, and make them in fome degree incerefting. * 

Art. 37- The Hiftory of Sir Henry Clarendon. 12m0. 2 Vols. 

6s. fewed. Baldwin, &c. 

The ftruggles of innocence and virtue, through a fucceffion of 
misfortunes and injuries, are here reprefented in a truly pathetic,tale, 
which will not be read without tears by thofe who are inclined toin- 
dulge the amiable fenfibilities of fympathy. E. 

MiIscELLANEOUS, / 

Art. 38. 4 Letter to a refpeiable Proprietor of the Navigation 
from the Trent to the Merfey, in§ anfwer, at his Requeft, to the 
Affertions in a Letter figned dz O.d Proprietor, and dated March 
19,1735. By Jofiah Wedgwood, F.R.S. and Potter to her Ma- 
jeity. gto. is. Becket. 

It is impoffible for us to enter decifively into the merits of a dif- 
pute of this kind; nor fhould we have noticed the produétion before 
us, had we not feen it advertifed for fale—fo that it came to us, in 
common with the other publications of the day. Suffice it, there- 
fore, if we briefly ftate, that Mr. Wedgwood here undertakes to re- 
fute the allegations contained in a panmrphlet which had not only 
been difperfed among the proprietors of the inland navigation above 
mentioned; but had been fent to other perfons *, not immediately 
interefted in the points under difcuflion: which, in courfe, brought 
forward the debate, and placed it under the eye of the Public at 
large. 

As far as we can collec from this performance, the gentleman 
who figned himielf 42 Old Proprietor had, in a printed reprefenta- 
tion of certain facts and proceedings, refpecting the management of 
the company’s affairs, impeached the conduct of the Committee, and 
particularly attacked Mr. Wedgwood, as one of their nu.aber, partly 
on account of certain tranfactions and regulations, relating to the 
navigation, and partly in reference to certain late printed ftatements 

of <* Facts refpecting fome Differences which have ari‘en between the 
Duke of Bridgewater, and the Proprietors of the Navigation trom 
the Trent to the Merfey ;”’ which printed ftatements the ** O/d Pro- 
prietor”’ confidered, merely, as coming from Mr. W. though iffued 
forth as the general acts of the Committee, and appearing under 
their common fanétion. 





* See the Bookfeller’s advertifements in the news-papers. 
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To refute thefe charges, and to give a fair ftate of fo much of the 
Company’s affairs as are referred to in this difpute, 1n oppofition to 
the reprefentations made by the O/d Proprietor, is the defign of the 
letter before us; in which, as far as we can pretend to judge, the 
Writer appears to be compicte!y victorious. - Bat we mutt not forget 
the good old Horatian rule—-dudi alteram partem. We donot, there. 
fore, take upon us abfolurely to decide to which party the palm belongs; 
but this we may venture to declare, that we never faw a literary dife 
pute carried on with more appearance of fairnefs, nor with ftronver 
marks of integricy, as well as capacity, than are here manifefted, on 
the part of our Author. Indeed, it feeins unfortunate for the ‘* Old 
Proprietor,’? whoever he is, that he has happened to take the field, 
againft a man of Mr. Wedgwood’s acknowledged ability, and very 
refpectable charafter.--This letter is dated April 30, 1785. 

Art. 39. An Account of the Scots Society at Norwich, from its 
Rife in 1775, until it received the additional Name ot the Society 
of Univerfal Good Will, in 1784. The Secong Edition, to which 
are added the Articles, Prefident’s Addrefles, &c. &c. Svo. 25. 6d, 
Norwich printed, and fold by Murray in London. 

The former account of this benevolent inftitution was mentioned 
in our 68th volume; and we are happy to find, by this fecond edi- 
tion, that it has met with that encouragement which fo humane an 
undertaking deferves. ‘The many diilrefied objects, that are every 
where to be met with, call aloud for affliltance ; and all attempts to 
lefien the miferies to which humanity is incident, merit the warmef 
approbation of every feeling heart. ‘This is one of thofe iaititutions, 
which is conducted on a generous and extenfive plan, and is ad- 
mirably calculated to alleviate the diltrefles of many, who might be 
deftitute of other relief. S- R. 
Ait. 40. <n “pology for the Life of George Anne Bellamy, \ate of 

Covent Garden Theatre, Written by HersetF. Vol. VI. 12mo, 

3s. Bell. 1785. 

In our Review for March, we gave our opinion of Mrs. Bellamy’s 
Memoirs, with proper {pecimens, extracted from the former volumes. 
We have now before us an additional volume; for the publication 
of which we have, here, the following additional apology : 

‘ The favourabie reception my ‘* Apology” has met with from @ 

enerous and indulgeut Public, claims not only my warmeft thanks, 

~~ every exertion in my power, to teitify the fenfibility fo flattering 
a diftinction has excited in my bofem. And as, fince the firft publi- 
cation of it, I have been reminded by many correfpondents of nu- 
merous Anecdotes, which then efcaped my recollection (having 
written entirely from memory), I know not how I can better do this, 
than by making an addition of thefe to a work, which has been fa 
favourably received. It is a duty I likewife owe-to thofe friends, 
who have been fo kind as to refrefh my memory, that fome attention 
fhould be paid to their withes. 

‘ And lam the more confirmed in my purpofe, as a few unin- 
tentioned errors have. crept into the foregoing volumes, which, 
though a!moft unavoidable in a detail of tranfactions, for fo long a 
courfe of years, where no diary has been kept, or even loofe memo- 
sandums made, I would wifh to correct. They will accordingly, 
together 
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together with every matter of doubt, T flatter myfelf, be clearly elu- 
cidated in the fol!owing pages. Nothing could fo pungently affect 
me, as the fufpicion of being guilty of defignedly impofing, even in 
the minuteft points, on thofe who have been fo partial and generous, 
and have honoured me fo liberably with their approbation. 

‘ It would have made the work more uniform and compaét, had T 
interwoven the additional circumftances, according to the time they 
happened, with the narrative of my life; but as that would render 
the former editions lefs valuable, and appear as if intended to pro- 
mote the fale by a meafure not altogether warrantable, my publither 
has advifed me to male a feparate volume of it; by which means, 
thofe who are poffeffed of either of the former editions, may add this 
to it, and not be obliged to re-purchafe the whole, in order to gra- 
tify their. curiofity.’ 

We believe few readers will be difpleafed with Mrs. B. for having 
made this addition to their entertainment. ‘The charaéter we gave 
of the five preceding volumes may be jufily applied to the fixth ; viz. 
that ‘* the narration is ealfy and natural; and her tory both amufing 
and affeéting.”’ We are forry to find that the emoluments of her 

ublication did not prove fufficient to extricate her from her dif- 
trefles, which, like the Hydra’s head, feem to have been renewed as 
faft as they were lopped off Yet, toward the end of this book, we 
have the fatisfa€lion to read her declaration that fhe has, at length, 
‘every profpect of being comfortably fituated for life.’ 

By way of appendix to the volume before us, Mrs. Bellamy has 


favoured the Public with a dramatic entertainment, written by her. 


good friend, the late Mr. Henry Woodward. Itis entitled ‘* The 
Seafons,” and appears to have been formed on the plan of the Sea/ong 
inthe Specrator. He intended it, Mrs. B. fays,’ for reprefenta- 
tion at Covent Garden theatre, ‘ had not death put a ftop to Ais 
feafons.? The Public have known little of Mr. Woodward, as a 
writer and a poet; but the publication of this little drama, joined 
to the few productions of his pen, of which the world was in poflef- 
fion before, will ferve to fhew that he poffeffed abilities for figuring 
with fome eclat in the clofet, as well, though we would not be un- 
derftood to mean /o well, as on the ftage., 

Art. 41. Memoirs of George Anne Bellamy, including all her In- 
trigues; with genuine Anecdotes of all her public and private 
Connections. By a Gentleman ot Covent Garden Theatre. 12mo, 
as. Walker. 1785. 

Little more than a mere abridgment of Mrs. Bellamy’s Apology at 
large. We cannot think it a very gentlemanly action, to rob the /pital, 
Art. 42. The Life of Facob. In Ten Books. By M, Peddle. 

1zmo. 2 Vols. ss. Sherborne—Goadby. 

We have had frequent occafion to exprefs our opinion concerning 
that kind of fiflitious narrative which is built upon hiitorical facts. 
The general objections which lie againft them, efpecially when 
clothed in language highly ornamented, apply with particular force 
to thofe pieces which are borrowed from facred hiftory. ‘The pre- 
fent work is one of the moft fuccefsful attempts of this kind we re- 
member to have feen. The conception is for the moft part natural, 
and the diction fufficiently elevated, without perpetually {welling 
into 
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into bombaft. The piece is introduced to the Public under the pa- 

tronage of a refpectable lift of fubfcribers. E 

Art. 42. Critict/ms on the Roiliad, an Epic Poem. With Cor. ‘ 
rections and Additions. 12mo. 2s. Ridgway. 1785. 

We have already mentioned this work, in our Review for Fe. 
bruary laft. The collecticn there noticed, contained only /even 
numbers of thefe Dro/liads ; here we have ten * 3 with the addition of 
the De/avaliad: the hero of which is thus be-rhim’d, in imitation of 
Shakefpeare’s 

‘« From the Eaft tothe Weftern Inde 
No jewel is like Rofalind.” 
« —’Gainf Lords and Lordlings wouldft thou brawl, 
Juft fo did he—Sir Delaval ; 
Yet on thy knees to honours crawl, 
Oh! fo did he-—Lord Dilaval.’ 
—and fo on, for about forty couplets. 
Art. 44. Kemarks on the Extraordinary Condud of the Knight of 
the Ten Stars, and his Italian Efquire, to the Editor of Don 

Quixote. Ina Letter tothe Rev. J. S. D.D. 8vo. 1s. Wilkie. 

a7%e, , 
~ St a ourfelves incompetent judges, as to the real 
grounds of the difpute or quarrel, which has given rife to thele flric- 
tures. If Mr. Bowle, to whom the Public hath lately been obliged 
for a valuable edition of Don Quixote, in the original Spanith, hath 
been ill-treated by Signior Baretti, or others, he hath here, we ap. 
prehend, amply avenged himfelf on his adverfary’s character and 
writings. 





MEDICAL, 

Art. 45. 4 Diffrtation on Milt; in which an Attempt is made 
to afcertain its natural Ufe; to inveftigate experimentally its ge- 
neral Nature and Properties ; and to explain its Effects in the Cure 
of various Difeafes ; likewife to point out the Varieties of the Food 
of the Animal from which it is taken, and the Circumftances in 
the Mode of Life and Conduét of thefe Women who aftord it, 

which more efpecially tend to change its Appearance, and to im- 

pair its falutary Quulities ; and particularly to enforce the Cau- 

tions and Reftritions which are neceffary to be obferved by thofe 
whofe Duty or Bufinefs it is to fackle an infant Race. By Samuel 

Ferris, M.D. Extraorcinary Member and late Prefident of the 

Royal Medical Society at Edinburgh. 8vo. 3s. fewed. Cadell, 

&c. 1785. 

This is the compofition of a young ftudent, and was rewarded with 
the Harveian medal at the Univerfity of Edinburgh. The inftitution 
of this prize, we conceive, is admirably calculated to excite the emu- 
lation of young men in a feminary of phyfic ; but we fear, its utility 
will be confiderably diminifhed, if it ftimulates them to premature 
publication. As a fchool exercife, this performance may pafs with- 
out difapprobation. All that is in general expeéted from a ftudent, 


— 








* We have feen three or four more, either in the news-papers, OF 
in other collections. 
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is, to prove that he has accurately learnt what others have diligently 
taught. But when a man, by the publication of a book, prefents 
himfelf to the world as a candidate for fame, it is required that he 
fhould produce fome new difcoveries of his own, or place thofe of 
others in a new and ftriking light, to fecure his fuccefs. Dr. F.’s 
book does not appear to us to contain any thing either new or in- 
terefting ; but to be a compilation, and, for the moft part, a repetition 
of experiments made by others. It is Dr. Young’s treatife, upon a 
narrow and contraéted fcale. Dr. F. himfelf gives the reafon why, 
in its moft material parts, it muft be fo. ‘ Dr. Young, fays he, had 
many cows, mares, affes, goats,.and ewes at his command ; and 
being Profeffor of Midwifery, and in an extenfive practice in that 
line, he could more readily procure milk of many different women, 
than I could poffibly do, in order to afcertain particularly the rela- 
tive proportions of the component parts of the milk of all; as well 
as the average proportions of thefe parts in each.’ Where the refult 
of Dr. F.’s experiments is the fame with thofe of Dr. Young, they 
will corroborate the Profeffor’s teftimony ; but where they differ, Dr. 
F.’s want of materials to repeat and to multiply his experiments, mutt 
prevent them from having fo much weight with the Public, as the 
Author, no doubt, would with them to have. M 
RELIGIOUS. ‘1 
Art. 46. Prayers and Meditations, compofed by Samuel John- 
fon, LL.D. and publifhed from his Manufcripts, by George 
Strahan, A. M. Vicar of Iflington, Middlefex, and Reétor of Little 
Thurrock, in Effex. 3vo. 2s. 6d. boards. Cadell. 1785. 
Thofe Readers who expett to find, in thefe genuine afpirations of 
a devout heart, the pomp and fplendor, the energy and vigour, 
which diftinguifh the moral, poetical, and critical writings of Dr. 
Johnfon, will be greatly difappointed. They will only fee, here, 
the pious Chriftian, humbly communing with his Creator, acknow- 
ledging his infirmities, and.imploring the divine mercy, in language 
the moit unadorned, yet, furely, not unfuitable to the circumftances 
of a weak, erring, but accountable creature, fupplicating the favour 
of an Infinite, All-perfect Being,—his God, and his Judge! The 
prefcribed forms of our liturgy, appear, in general, to have been his 
models. | 
With refpeét to the meditations, and the little details, by way of 
journal, or diary, the lovers of the Doétor’s memory, and the friends 
of his fame, will, no doubt, agree with us, that many things in 
them are of too ¢rivial, we had almott faid; too Judicrous a nature 
for the public eye, and unfuitably given as adjunéts to the devo- 
tional exercifes. Indeed, we wonder that they were not fuppreffed. 
Witlings will be apt to turn both them and their Author into ridi- 
cule, as the effufions of bigotry, and fuperititious weaknefs. Pof- 
fibly, fome of his gracelefs fons, who bowed fubmiffive to him, 
when living, will now, like the profligate Ham, fcoff at their fa- 
ther’s nakednefs. Let us, rather, imitating the pious decency of 
Shem and Japheth, with averted eyes, throw a veil over the cafual 
frailty of a perfon, fo juttly entitled to our reverential regard for 
his genius and his virtues. 
In 
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In a word, while we pity the moral weakneffes of Dr. Johnfon, le¢ 
us revere his intelleétual ftrength ; while we lament his fupertftitious 
turn of mind, let us take example from his piety, and his benevo.- 
lence ; let us never forget the pleafure he has given us by his lite. 
rary Jabours; and let us remember, that no mocwern writer hath 
fhewn a greater and more mniform regard to the interetfts of religion 
and morality. This we fhall ever efieem as a diitinguifhed excel. 
Jence—for which Dr. Johnfon is entitled to, and will certainly re. 
ceive, the warmett praife, from every good citizen,—every friend to 
the higheft and beft intereits of mankind ! 

The book before us is very properly introduced to the Public, b 
the Editor, in a judicious Preface; from which we fhall extra& a 
paflage or two, for the farther fatisfaction of our Readers: 

* During many years of his life, he Ratedly obferved certain days * 
with a religious folemnity; on which, and other occafions, it was his 
cufiom to compofe fuitable Prayers and Meditations; committing 
them to writing for his own ule, and, as he aflured me, without any 
view to their publication. But being lait fummer on a vifit at Ox- 
ford to the Reverend Dr. Adams +, and that gentleman urging him 
repeatedly to engage in fome work of this kind, he then firft con- 
ceived.a defign to revife thefe pious effufions, and bequeath them, 
with enlargements, to the ufe and benefit of others. 

‘ Infirmities, however, now growing faft upon him, he at length 
changed this defign, and determined to give the Manufcripts, with- 
out revifion, in charge to me, as I had long fhared his intimacy, 
and was at this time his daily attendant. _ Accordingly, “one morn- 
ing, on my vifiting hii by defire at an early hour, he put thefe Pa- 
pers into my hands, with inftructions for committing them to the 
prefs, and with a promife to prepare a fketch of his own life to ac- 
company them. But the performance of this promife alfo was pre- 
vented, partly by his haity deftruétion of fome private memoirs, 
which he afterwards lamented, and partly by that incurable fick- 
nefs, which foon ended in his diffolution.,——‘* That the authen- 
ticity of this work may never be called in queftion, the original ma- 
nufcript will be depofited in the library of Pembroke College in 
Oxiord. Dr. Bray’s affociates are to receive the profits of the Firtt 
Edition, by the Author’s appointment; and any further advantages 
that accrue, will be diftributed among his relations.’ 

In this prefatory difcourfe, Mr. Strahan hath given a friendly apo- 
logy for the Author’s occafional deviations from the rules of our 
Church, in offering up prayers for deceafed friendst. Among other 

| remarks, 


* Viz. New Year’s Day; March 28, the day on which his wife, 
Mrs. Elizabeth Johnfon, died ; Good Friday ; Eafter Day ; and Sep- 
tember the 18th, his own birth-day. 

+ Matter of Pembroke College, at which Dr. Johnfon received 
part of his education. | 

t This, however, is generally accompanied with fome provifional 
claufe, or ‘ preface of permiflion,’ as—* fo far as might be lawful ;’ 
or, by expreffing his hope that God may save had mercy, &c. But 
fometimes, there is no fuch prowifo, or condition. On the whole, 
we 
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temarks, he obferves, that ‘ of all fuperftitions, this is one of the 
leaft unamiable, and mott incident to a good mind.’ True; and we 
fhould hope, that even the moft rigid churchman will forgive fo 
flight a departure from what may, by fone, be deemed Protefant 
erthodoxy, in favour of that exceis of friendthip and tendernet{s, to 
which no period could be put, till the lamenter was levelled with the 

Jamented. . 

Art. 47. Prayers for the Ufe of Families, and Perjons in private : 
With a Preface, containing a brief View of the Argument for 
Prayer. By John Palmer. The Second Edition. 8vo. 2s, 
fewed. Dilly, &c. 1785. 

We noticed the firft edition of this ufeful family prayer-book, in 
our 48th volume, p. 422. 

In this age of fcepticifm and levity on the one hand, and fanati- 
cifm on the other, we are glad to find that there is ftil] fo much regard 
left for rational religion, and prattical piety, as to call for a repub- 
lication of the prefent work. 

This performance ranks with the forms compofed by Dr. Enfield; 
with the Family Devotions jointly compiled by Mr. Mears, Dr. 
Duchal, and Dr. Weld of Dublin;—and with fome other compofi- 
tions of the fame kind, the Authors of which we do not, at this ine 
flant, particularly recoiled. 

In the difcourfe with which Mr. Palmer hath prefaced thefe forms 
of devotion, he, very judicioufly, aflerts the duty of prayer, and, in the 
moft convincing manner, enforces the obligations of family worthip. 
Art. 48 Commentaries and Effays: Publifhed by the Society for 

Promoting the Knowledge of the Scriptures. No. IJ. To be 

continued occafionally. 8vo. 1s. Johnfon. 1785. 

This number contains notes on the Mofaic account of the creation ; 
a paraphrafe and notes on Rom. v. 8—19.; and an explanation of 
the apoftolic benedi¢tion, 2 Cor. xiii. 14. To thefe is added, a fum- 
mary view of the evidence againft the authenticity of the much con- 
troverted 1 John, v. 7. 

N.B. No. lil. is publifhed, but we have not yet feen it. E. 





S E R M ON 


Preached before the Lords Spiritual and Temporal, in the Abbey 
Church, Weftminfter, Jan. 31, 1785, being the Day appointed 
to be obferved as the Anniverfary of the Martyrdom of King 
Charles.I. By Chriftopher Lord Bifhop of Briftol. 4to. 1s. 
Rivington, &c. 

Although this cifcourfe breathes the fpirit of moderation, it how- 
ever at the fame time difcourages all attempts to improve the con- 
flitution, as a dangerous tampering with the fprings of government: 
a kind of caution, which, under the appearance of refpect for the 
wifdom of our anceftors, would deprive us of the free ufe of our 


own. E > 


ii 


we may believe that he was inclined to favour the notion of an in- 
termediate ftate; as many other wife, and good, and learned Pro- 
teftants have done. 


2 COR. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


*,* The Reviewers, through a willingnefs to promote and facili. 
tate, by every means in their power, the interefts of learning and 
{cience, have inadvertently encouraged a fpecies of Corre/pondence 
which begins to encroach too much on their time. They find them- 
felves obliged, therefore, to give notice, that they mutt, for the fu- 
ture, dechine anfwering any letters of inquiry, from Students. and 
Tyros, concerning ‘‘ elementary publications,” of whatever kind; 
as well as on fotne other fubjeéts. They are forry to refufe the re- 
queits of any well-meaning inquirer; but they muft not fuffer them- 
felves to be too much diverted, by foreign obje?s, from their nee 
ceflary attention to the juft demands of the Public at large:—in the 
due difcharge of which, they never find that they have time to {pare. 










































t{]| Mr. Michell is forry to find from fome of the.Jate Mr. Can- 
ton’s friends, that his remarks on the life of that gentleman in the 
Biographia Britannica, inferted Jait June, have been fomewhat mif- 
underftood ; he neither afferted, nor by any means meant to infing- 
ate, as they feem to apprehend, that Mr. Canton had never made 
any artificial magnets before his own publication on that fubjeé&, 
nor does he think it can be juftly inferred from what he there faid ; 
but however that may be, if what has been faid is likely to convey a 
falfe idea, though not neceffarily implied, or intended, Mr. Michell 
would with to prevent any fuch mifapprehenfion for the future. He 


¢ was well aware, that Mr. Canton had fhewn artificial magnets, of 
his own making, to his friends, at leaft as early as the year 1748, if 
e not earlier; but being only intent on obviating fome falfe ideas, 





which he thought the Public were likely to form from the mifrepre- 
fentations animadverted upon, it did not occur to him, that he might 
poflibly himfelf miflead them, by their .miftaking his meaning, and 
interpreting his words in a fenfe he never intended. ) 





> The obliging letter from Trix. Coll. Dublin, is thankfully ac- 
knowledged. The £rrata, in our laft Appendix, therein pointed 
out, fhall be particularly noticed in our next. 


§i|§ P. 4. 1s likewife thankfully acknowledged. 


> 
at 





| ERRATA: 
| In the Review for May, p. 473, 1. 2. for ‘ inoculation—according 
a to the moft favourable computation,’ &c. read unfavourable. 
i In our lait Appendix, juft publithed, p. 485, the note, for * OEcon,’ 
r. GQicon, 
Ibid. p. 498, 2d note, for 447, r. 477. 
. In July, p- 71, 1. 32, in the ‘poetic line, 
oF ‘ Yet many a fair fhall meet with woe,’ 
for ‘ meet,’ r. melt. 
o————— p. 44, in the laft par. for ‘ irritation,’ r. imitation. 
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